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We are informed and believe that Colonel Gardiner 
is now wearing a monocle. 

- - * 

Statisticians have computed that Denver has one law- 
yer for every 321 inhabitants; Albany one for every 412, 
Atlanta one for every 404, Buffalo one for every 565, Chi- 
cago one for every 506, Karisas City one for every 326, 
Omaha one for every 513, St. Louis one for every 770, 
Rochester one for every 725, Cleveland one for every 522, 
San Francisco one for every 361. New York’s percent- 
age apparently remains to be figured out. 

ee. © © 

The portrait of Mrs. Austin, the widow of the late 
John Austin, the English law writer, is among those 
hung on the walls of the Harvard Law School. This 
honor was conferred on her because of the fact that 
after her husband’s death she prepared and published a 
new edition of his lectures on jurisprudence. 

*“ * * 


A proposed act introduced some time ago in the 
Nebraska Legislature forbade: 

“The firing of any pistol, revolver, shot-gun, rifle, or 
any firearms whatsoever on any public road or highway, 
or within sixty yards of such public road or highway ex- 
cept to destroy some wild, ferocious, or dangerous beast, 
or an officer in the discharge of his duty.” ’ 

Truly the English language in the hands of the inex- 
perienced may become a deadly weapon. 

zs «= * 

For the benefit of one or two members of the judi- 
cary who make a practice of harassing counsel under 
the specious plea of “saving the court's time,” we will 
quote a certain anecdote anent the late Sir Frank Lock- 
wood, one of the most brilliant advocates of the English 
bar 























Lockwood, while attending a police court, noticed 
that the magistrates were performing their duties in a 
very expeditious manner and he commented on the fact 
toa superintendent of police. . 

“Yes,” answered the superintendent, who was pom- 
pous and none too well educated, “their worships always 
dispenses with justice very fast.” 

* * * 

So much has been said of the late General Joubert as 
a soldier that the fact has almost been overlooked that 
he was a lawyer, and that it was his services in legal 
capacities which contributed in part to his elevation in the 
affairs of the South African Republic, says the New York 
Evening Post. It is stated that in early life he was a law 





agent ; that this led to his election to the Volksraad, and 
that his vigorous use of his slender stock of legal knowl- 
edge, led, eventually, to his appointment as the republic’s 
attorney-general. Like Ireton and Whitelock and other 
prominent figures in the English parliamentary struggle 
of the seventeenth century, he was one of the many 


lawyers who have given up their professional work to 
fight for their country. 
x* * * 


Some idea may be gained of the immensity of Alaska, 
by those not familiar with the territory, from some re- 
marks made at a recent meeting of the Alaska Bar Asso- 
ciation, at Juneau. 

The occasion was a reception and presentation of a 
watch and chain to Judge Johnson, who lately resigned 
as district judge, on the eve of his departure for 
- ome. where he intends locating and practicing his pro- 
ession. 

Gen. Robt. A. Friedrich, is United States attorney of 
Alaska. He is also president of the Alaska Bar Associa- 
tion. On taking the chair, he said, inter alia: 

“We ought to remember that we are not losing Judge 
Johnson from the district, he is simply going to change 
his location from this camp to another in the territory. 
Ordinarily in the states or territories south of us, when 
a member of the bar determines to change towns, but 
remains within the state or territory, little or no attention 
is paid to it, his friends and even old clients feeling that 
they will remain in touch with him, and, in fact, that he 
is almost as much one of them as he was before the 
change. We might be able to draw consolation from this, 
if, for the time, we could forget the length and breadth 
of this wonderful Alaska of ours. At my old home in 
San Francisco, it sometimes happens that a lawyer 
achieves such a great reputation, or becomes the owner 
of such a beautiful and phenomenal case of cranial en- 
largement, that he makes up his mind that that munici- 
pality is too circumscribed to afford his heart proper ac- 
tion. So he goes to New York. When he has made this 
move, we look upon him as practically lost—as he gener- 
ally is after a year or two on account of the great distance 
between the two cities. We remember that in journeying 
to New York, he must travel from ocean to ocean, across 
a continent, and pass through some twenty States and 
territories. Yet, Judge Johnson, while he starts from an 
inland point, there being about five hundred miles of 
Alaska to the south of Juneau, will, when he reaches 
Nome, have traveled in an opposite direction, further 
than the distance between San Francisco and New York. 
And when he reaches his destination, he will still be 
inland.” 

“At the last term of court I tried a man for committing 
murder some six hundred miles beyond the Judge’s new 
location. Some time since, a deputy marshal started from 
a point less than half way from here to Nome, to bring 
a prisoner to Sitka. to which place he had been sentenced 
by a commissioner to serve three months in jail. The pris- 
oner’s time expired before they reached Sitka, and the 


officer turned him loose.” 
x * 7 


“A woman cannot be a vagrant, because woman was 
not made to work,” was the novel decision of a jury in 
Chicago recently. The case on trial was that of a woman 
twenty-six years old, who, it was charged. had begged at 
Michigan avenue houses for the last three years. 

Kate Kane Rossi defended the prisoner. After the 
testimony had been taken Mrs. Rossi set forth her view 
of the case, but failed to convince the justice that woman 
was not made to work. Finding her ideas not in accord 
with those of the court, Lawyer Rossi demanded a jury 
trial, and twelve men were impaneled. 











244 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





To them she repeated her arguments in greater detail. 
The vagrancy statute, she said, defined a vagrant as “any 
person who is idle, remains idle and refuses to work.” A 
woman, she declared never could come under that pro- 
vision, as woman was not made to work. Custom, his- 
tory and tradition were called upon to show one instance 
in which woman was regarded as a being. whu had been 
created to work. She quoted peotry to show that woman 
was made to live a life of luxury. Did the jury remember 
the woman who wore “rings on her fingers and bells on 
her toes?” Did they recall the line from the poet, 
“Woman, woman, lovely woman?” How could “lovely 
woman” be supposed to handle mortar on a cold day? 
Of course, woman had been compelled to work during the 
last couple of centuries, but that was owing to the fact 
that man, through his inability to provide for her, had 
compelled her to make a slave of herself. In so doing, 
man had gone against nature. The fact remained that not 
one line in all history showed that woman was intended 
to toil. Tradition, the attorney said, was above all law, 
and tradition showed that woman was a doll tu be petted. 

That being established, she argued, woman did not 
come under the ban of the statute as a person who should 
be apprehended if not “working.” 

The jury promptly returned a verdict supporting the 
theory of the defense, and the prisoner was disvharged. 








CORPORAL PUNISHMENT AND CRIME. 


Interest in the subject of corporal punishment for 
minor crimes has been lately revived in England by a 
recent attempt to procure the passage of an act through 
the House of Commons providing for punishing certain 
offenses by flogging, and which, it should be noted, was 
passed upon adversely. 

In arguing against it Mr. Asquith said that the idea of 
the supporters of the bill seemed to be that peculiarly 
brutal offenses should be met by correspondingly savage 
punishments, which idea, he said, was the revival of an old 
theory long ago discarded as unsound. He doubted 
whether the degrading punishment of the lash was likely 
to have a reforming influence. Dealing with the conten- 
tion that this punishment was likely to deter, he pointed 
out that a majority of the judges would probably decline 
to inflict it. Sir M. W. Ridley, also arguing against the 
bill, said careful inquiry had convinced him that there was 
much difference of opinion in the jails as to the deterrent 
effect of flogging adults, and in a large number of cases 
men who had been flogged had committed subsequently 
an offense of the same kind. In his own opinion, long 
sentences of imprisonment would be more likely to result 
in the reformation of prisoners than the shorter sentences 
accompanied by two or more floggings. All this as to 
men ; but for boys he thought whipping was a good thing, 
and he intended to introduce a bill which would substitute 
in their case “birching for imprisonment.” 

In line with the last statement there might be noted 
the somewhat extra-judicial remedy which has been 
applied by a number of police magistrates through- 
out this country when boys were brought before them 
charged with minor offenses. Punishment of delinquents 
vi et armis, as it were, has been frequently resorted to, 
though it seems to have been invariably administered at 
the hands or with the consent of the parent or guardian, 
who was given a choice between permitting it or of hav- 
ing the child sent to a prison or reformatory. The logic 
of both speakers, however, in approving of it for boys 
and disapproving it in the case of adults, seems somewhat 
defective. In reply to the objection that such punishment 
inevitably degrades the sufferer, it may be said that chil- 
dren have as much rights as adults, and if it is likely to 











“brutalize” one it is quite as certain to “brutalize” 
other. It may be questioned whether adult criminals . 
whom the punishment would be applied are reajj ‘ 
sponsible beings, using the word “responsibility” a 
enlarged scientific sense. It is quite safe to assume tha 
the tramp, “hobo,” vagrant, petty larcener, drunkard on 
wife-beater have arrived at a stage when they are } 
little affected by any mere “degradation,” in fact, by a. 
ishment of any kind, short of physical pain. Indeed th 
child whose first offense is punished in that manner js ba 
more likely to be “brutalized” than the hardened offender 
Imprisonment means absolutely nothing to a. certain 
class who come by the hundreds to New York in the lay. 
fall for the express purpose of being sent to the “Tsland” 
and thus procuring free board and lodging throughow 
the winter at the expense of the community. In Del. 
ware, where the punishment of the lash still survives 
vagrancy is almost unknown. As far as the “brutalizing” 
theory goes, we seem to be arguing from altogether toy 
refined a standpoint when we apply it to these individuals 
who would come within the provisions of the statute 
They are entitled to and should receive but slight con. 
sideration from the public, for, constituting, as they do, ; 
permanent menace to the safety and well being of the 
community, their mere feelings should not be par. 
ticularly consulted. Consider the case of wife-beaters 
The husband is, we will say, a laboring man, the sole 
means of support which the family has. To send him to 
jail makes the problem of existence for those he has left 
behind, an exceedingly complicated one. We assume that 
he is a good tempered enough individual as a general 
rule, and hence the wife chooses to endure an occasional 
chastisement rather than see herself and her children de- 
prived of all support while the head of the family is “doing 
time.” Under the régime of the whipping post, however, 
the man is given a lesson which permanently fixes itseli 
upon his memory, and is at the same time, not prevented 
from attending to his duties as a father and citizen. Oj 
course punishment of this kind should be administered 
strictly in private and under the supervision of competent 
physicians. Anything like public exhibitions must be 
strongly condemned. 

We recently read a very forcible arraignment of cor- 
poral punishment in which the author made the statement 
that it rarely “reforms” the individual who may suffer it. 
While we are disposed by no means to concede that such 
is the case, yet, let us ask, how many issue from our jails 
imbued with a sincere desire to lead a better life. Asa 
general rule, we think it may be said with truth, that a 
first offender, yes, and even a more experienced evil-doer, 
leaves prison worse than when he entered it, strengthened 
and fortified in his career of crime by his comrades of 
the jail. 

The theory upon which proceed the objectors to the 
system seems to be that it is somewhat of a survival of the 
lex talionis. Possibly this may be true, and yet, if crime 
can be prevented thereby, should that furnish any rea! 
reason against its adoption? 

It is again said that were punishment of the lash pro- 
vided for, the uncertainty of its application by some 
judges who are known to be opposed to it would tend 
to bring the administration of justice somewhat into dis- 
repute. Surely this question of uncertainty applies almost 
as well to imprisonment where the maximum and mini- 
mum of the term is alone provided for by statute, the exact 
period being left within the discretion of the judge. 
Furthermore, a judge who is unwilling to administer such 
law as is enacted during his term of office cannot, we 
think, conscientiously retain his place upon the bench. 
What would be thought, for instance, of a member of the 
judiciary who ‘hicald object to the infliction of the death 
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a 
ty and decline to sentence a murdere: for that 
P) 
On the whole, we must reiterate our approval of 
ral punishment as applied to certain offences and 
trust that our next Legislature will enact a statute similar 
to that in force in Delaware. 








AN ENGLISH JUDGE’S IDEA OF CONTEMPT 
OF COURT. 





An English Judge, Mr. Justice Darling, has recently, 
we think, been making a most beautiful and highly edify- 
ing exhibition of himself. It seems that on the 15th of 
March last he took occasion to notify the reporters that 
they were not to publish an account of certain disgusting 
facts in a case which was then being tried before him in 
the Assize Court at Birmingham. The Birmingham pa- 
pers received this intimation that they. did not know 
how to properly conduct themselves, with somewhat bad 
grace, and one of them, the Daily Argus, published the 
following : 

“The terrors of Mr. Justice Dariing will not trouble the Bir- 
mingham reporters very much. No newspaper can exist, 
except upon its merits, a condition from which the Bench, 
pappily for Mr. Justice Darling, is exempt. There is not a 
journalist in Birmingham who has anything to learn from the 
impudent little man in horsehair, a microcosm of conceit and 
empty-headedness who admonished the press yesterday. It is 
not the credit of journalism, but of the English Bench, which 
is imperilled in a speech like Mr. Justice Darling’s. One is 
almost sorry that the Lord Chancellor had not another relative 
to provide for on the day that he selected a new judge from 
the larrikins of the law. One of Mr. Justice Darling’s biog- 
raphers states that an eccentric relative left him much money. 
That misguided testator spoiled a successful "bus conductor. 
Mr, Justice Darling would do well to master the duties of his 
own profession before undertaking the regulation of another. 
There is a batch of Quarter Sessions prisoners awaiting trial 
which should have been dealt with at this Assize. A judge who 
applies himself to the work lying to his hand has no time to 
search the newspapers for indecencies.” 

The Attorney-General obtained a peremptory order 
requiring the editor of the Daily Argus to show cause why 
he should not be punished for contempt, and on the re- 
turn day, despite the apology of the latter, a fine was im- 
posed, amounting to $500, with costs, which probably 
amounted to as much more. It was also ordered that the 
journalist stand committed to prison until the fine be paid. 

We have rarely, we think, had a matter brought to 
our attention in which want of good taste was more 
clearly manifested by all concerned. There are ways 
and ways of putting on paper objections to another’s con- 
duct, and the editor of the Argus appears to have richly 
deserved his punishment. Instead of allowing the matter 
to die quietly by taking no notice of the attack upon him, 
in which event every one would have taken the article for 
what it was worth, and have forgotten it in a couple ot 
days, Justice Darling rushed into court and had the 
affair heralded throughout the length and. breadth of 
England and this country. However, if he regards such 
a course of conduct as likely to inspire respect for the 
bench, that is his own affair. He is certainly entitled to 
his opinion. The only thing we choose to comment on 
is as to the decision itself. 

It certainly seems to us that our civil and criminal 
libel laws furnish ample protection when an officer of the 
government is improperly assailed, without dragging in 
contempt proceedings as an additional remedy. We see 
no reason why a member of the judiciary should be con- 
sidered so peculiarly sanctified as to have a particular 
method of redress resolved to himself. The whole thing 
is so manifestly unfair in that a judge can hale be- 
fore a number of his confreres or, worse yet, before him- 
self alone, one who, in -his opinion, has been guilty of 

conduct to the impairment of the judicial dignity, and 
proceed to have him heavily mulcted. All this at prac- 








tically his own discretion, and not through the instru- 
mentality of a jury of the prisoner’s peers. 

This sort of thing has been done several times of late 
in this country, notably in Massachusetts, and contempt 
jurisdiction has been stretched to just about the breaking 
point. Affairs will arrive at such a state in the near 
future that any criticism of the judiciary at all will be 
inhibited. Now, we have every respect possible for 
courts of justice; we have every respect possible for some 
members of the judiciary, both on account of their learn- 
ing and personality ; for others on account of their person- 
ality alone, and for others on account of their learning 
alone. On the other hand, there are some (as the con- 
tempt law is fairly strong in New York at the present day, 
we shall not mention names) that we can never attend 
before without thinking of La Fontaine’s fable of the ass 
who carried an idol on his back. The community bowed 
down to the idol and the ass thought they bowed down to 
him. It seems a most peculiar thing to us that a Justice of 
the Peace has the power to punish for contempt one who 
speaks disrespectfully of him, and the President of the 
United States has not similar authority. Aside from any 
mere historical reason, why such should be the case we 
do not know. A short time ago we had occasion to note 
a reported case before a certain learned Justice in New 
York (and the report was a very recent one, too) where 
the Judge said to a witness named Johnson, while on the 
witness stand: “I think you are the most unmitigated 
little scamp I ever saw, and it will be lucky for you if you 
keep out of State’s prison.” And he said to the jury in 
his charge: “But this Johnson, as I said during his ex- 
amination, in my opinion is a most unmitigated little 
scamp. I have told you my opinion of Johnson, but if 
you think Johnson has been corroborated by credible wit- 
nesses, then it is possible that even such a degraded little 
wretch as Johnson might tell the truth.” 

It is only proper to say that the judgment was re- 
versed on appeal. Does any one suppose, however, that 
a Justice of that kind would be injured very much by a 
published statement criticising such behavior? 

If the bench would sometimes take into serious con- 
sideration whether the conduct of some of its members is 
not such as to justify popular abhorrence, we think that 
proceedings of the kind in question would be far less 
frequent. It is rare, indeed, in contempt proceedings that 
the Judge has not been in some degree at fault. 








A SOLDIER’S LIABILITY FOR ACTS DONE AT 
THE COMMAND OF HIS SUPERIOR. 


Members of the United States Army and of the Na- 
tional Guard will be interested in a recent decision ren- 
dered in In re Fair, by the United States Circuit 
Court (D. Neb.) in March, 1900, and reported in 100 Fed. 
Rep. 149. On Nov. 17, 1899, one Samuel Morgan, a 
prisoner held under charge of having deserted from the 
United States Army, escaped from Fort Crook, Neb. The 
sergeant of the guard thereupon ordered one John S. 
Fair, a corporal, and Henry H. Jockens, a private, to pur- 
sue and arrest Morgan and another prisoner who had es- 
caped at the same time. The language used was substan- 
tially as follows: “Pursue the prisoners. If you sight 
them and are positive it is the right party, halt them, and 
if they do not halt, halt them a second time, and if ther 
do not halt then, fire upon them, and fire to hit them. 
Fair and Jockens pursued the prisoners to the village o. 
La Platte, where they met Morgan, who refused to 
halt when twice ordered so to do, and was shot while try- 
ing to run away. Fair and Jockens were found not guilty 
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at a court-martial held at Fort Crook, of the charge of 
“manslaughter to the prejudice of good order and mili- 
tary discipline.” They were thereupon arrested by the 
authorities of Sarpy county, Neb., and committed to the 
custody of the sheriff, but were discharged by the United 
States Court on habeas corpus proceedings. 


The following is the official syllabus : 


“The finding and judgment of ‘not guilty’ by a military 


court martial is not a bar to the prosecution for the sume act 
by the civil authorities. 


“An order given by a military officer to his private should 
be obeyed by the private and will be his full protection in a 
criminal prosecution, unless the illegality of such order is so 
clearly shown on its face that a man of ordinary sense and 


understanding would know when he heard it read or given that 
the order was illegal. 


“The government of the United States and of a State, 
though exercised within the same territory, occuply different 
planes, and the criminal laws of the one have no application to 
acts performed under the authority of the other in respect to 
matters solely within its control. 


“Laws, rules and regulations for the efficiency and discipline 
of the army of the United States are matters vested by the 
constitution solely in the general government. 


“An officer or agent of the United States who does an act 
which is within the scope of his authority, as such officer or 
agent, cannot be held to answer therefor under the criminal 
laws of another and different government. 


“The care, judgment and discretion which should be ex- 
ercised by an officer of the United States in the performance 


of his duty as such officer are not to be measured by the crim- 
inal laws of a State. 


*‘When an officer, in the performance of his duty under the 
laws of the United States, exceeds his authority, he may be 
sued in the State courts by any person injured by reason there- 
of, but when the act was done in good faith, and without 
malice, he is not liable to a criminal prosecution in such courts. 


“While the United States Court will not, in a habeas corpus 
proceeding by an officer of the United States, examine the evi- 
dence for the purpose of determining whether he should be 
found guilty or innocent, yet the court may and should ex- 
amine the evidence for the purpose of determining whether 
the act alleged to be criminal was done while in the perform- 
ance of his duty as such officer. 


“When an officer of the United States is held in custody by 
the process of a State court for an act done within the av- 
thority conferred upon him by the laws of the United States, 
the United States Government may protect itself by procuring 
the release of such officer through its judicial department.” 


We are reminded by this decision of two rather ancient 
decisions ; one in England, the other in New York, though 
in both a different principle was applicable and somewhat 
different states of facts existed. In the well-known 
case of Weaver v. Ward in the Court of Kings Bench 
(Hobart 134): “Weaver brought an action of trespass of 
assault and battery against Ward. The defendant pleaded 
that he was, among others, by the commandment of the 
lords of the council, a trained soldier in London, of the 
band of one Andrews, captain, and so was the plaintiff ; 
and that they were skirmishing with their muskets 
charged with powder, for their exercise in re militari, 
against another captain and his band, and as they were so 
skirmishing the defendant, casualiter et per infortunium 
et contra voluntatem suam, in discharging of his piece, did 
hurt and wound the plaintiff; which is the same, etc., 
absque hoc, that he was guilty aliter sive alio modo. And, 
upon demurrer by the plaintiff, judgment was given for 
him ; for though it were agreed that if men tilt or tourney 
in the presence of the king, or if two masters of defense, 
playing their prizes, kill one another, this shall be no 
felony; or if a lunatic kill a man, or the like; because 
felony must be done animo felonico ; yet in trespass, which 
tends only to give damages according to hurt or loss, it is 
not so; and therefore, if a lunatic hurt a man, he shall be 
answerable in trespass ; and therefore no man shall be ex- 
cused of a trespass, for this is the nature of an excuse, and 
not of a justification, prout ei bene licuit; except it may 
be judged utterly without his fault; as if a man by force 
take my hand and strike you; or if here the defendant had 
said that the plaintiff ran across his piece when it was dis- 
charging; or had set forth the case with the circum- 
stances ; so as it had appeared to the court that it had been 


a 
inevitable, and that the defendant had committed no negli. 
gence to give occasion to the hurt.” 

The other decision to which we referred was that 
Castle v. Duryee (1 Abb. Ct. App. Dec. 327 s. c., 2 Keyes 
169. Aff'g 32 Barb. 480.) The court here seemed to tike 
the view that evidence that defendant as a militia officer 
had commanded firing and that one of the men had fired 
gun charged with a ball by which plaintiff was woundg 
is sufficient to maintain an action whatever precaution he 
and his subordinates had provided against the acciden, 
Probably a distinction might be taken between the Fi, 
case and the latter two decisions, in that Morgan Was a 
positive wrong-doer at the time; besides, in the Castle 
case it should be noted that the action was against ay 
officer. 

The question is not by any means beyond dispute 
whether a spectator injured at a drill mightrecover, unless, 
perhaps, it could be urged that he had voluntarily exposed 
himself to risk by attending thereat, knowing that there 
is always a possibility of accidents happening. Take ap. 
other instance, such as occurred a few years ago during 
a strike in a neighboring city. Orders were given that alj 
windows along the line of march should be kept closed, 
the inhabitants being notified that any person looking at 
the soldiers through open windows or from roofs would be 
fired upon. The reasonableness of this is apparent 
when we consider the dangerous position in which 
troops are placed while marching through a street lined 
on both sides with lofty houses from which showers of 
missiles might be thrown. Upon one of the roofs a tin- 
smith was at work. He heard the soldiers passing, and, 
knowing nothing of the order, looked over and was killed. 
In another instance the deceased, who was deaf, had been 
commanded to halt by the sentinel, but had continued to 
approach and was shot. Now it is extremely doubtful if in 
either of these cases an action, whether civil or criminal, 
could have been maintained. The order seems to have 
been warranted by a due regard for the public safety, and 
to have been necessary in overcoming resistance to the 
law. The question, however, as to just when members of 
a military organization may be held responsible is far from 
being settled, though it is exceedingly doubtful whether 
one who has obeyed the orders of his superior, should 
ever be held to account. To hold that such is the law 
would be to make the army and our National Guard a de- 
bating school to inquire into the propriety of every direc- 
tion which might be given. A sense of responsibility 
should be entirely absent when obeying an order. 





































































































NEGLIGENCE CASES AND CONTINGENT FEES 
—A REPLY TO JUSTICE BISCHOFF. 


We have perused with much interest an address de- 
livered by Hon. Henry Bischoff, Jr., a Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of New York, before the New 
York Alumni Chapter of the Phi Delta Phi, on March 12. 
The learned judge took as his text an article in a very 
recent issue of the Evening Post, which is as follows: 


“The pest of damage suits, which take up so large a part of 
the time of the courts and reputable lawyers in this country, 
was denounced recently in England by Mr. Justice Darling*, in 
the Queen’s Bench Division, in a suit of a child against a cab 
owner, for negligence. There was a verdict for the defendant, 
whose counsel said the suit was obviously brought in the in- 
terest of the solicitor, or of his clerk, his son. The Justice, after 
having recalled several witnesses, ordered the solicitor into the 
witness box, and asked if there was any reason why he, per- 
sonally, should not pay the costs. The solicitor made no an- 
swer except that he had acted according to instructions, and 
should not be held accountable for a mistake. The Justice said 
the trial must inevitably have resulted in a verdict for the 
defendant. The solicitor, it appeared, had intended to put in 
as part of his evidence an offer of settlement made by the de- 








*Our friend of ‘“‘contempt’’ notoriety. 


Vide “‘An English Judge’s Idea 
of Contempt of Court,” on page 197 
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fendant. The action was a purely speculative one of the worst 
and the Justice said he meant to do all he could to dis- 

ge such actions, which were a disgrace to the profession. 

He ordered the solicitor to pay the costs, instead of the client, 
plaintiff, who, it seemed evident, had been ‘set on’ to bring 
action which should never have been commenced. What a 
scampering such procedure as this, if possible, would cause in 


this city.” 
udge Bischoff seems to have approved the action of 
the English Court, for he says: 


“In every litigation there are at least two sides, and with 
the conclusion of the case one side must be defeated. It is 
put human for the loser to look for reasons for his loss else- 
qhere than in the infirmity of his case, and the client, possess- 
ing no professional sense to regulate his feelings, might, by a 

ess of exclusion,’ discover the culprit in the Judge, but, un- 
der the earlier conditions of which I have spoken, the expres- 
gion of his views would have invited their denunciation by his 
counsel. In these earlier days the ethics of the profession did 
not permit a lawyer to have an interest in his client’s cause, 
other than a professional one, and thus his motives in the liti- 
gation were purely those of an officer of the court, devoting 
his ability and energies to the presentation of a case the out- 
come of which did not involve such a personal equation as 
might cause his deportment, as a lawyer, to be regulated by his 
emotions as a litigant. 


“As to this, the professional life of to-day has been affected 
by a radical change, and particularly in a certain class of 
litigation wherein the practice of compensating the attorney 
golely by means of an assignment of a substantial part of the 
expected recovery is followed with but too few exceptions. 
Such agreements must needs be ethically wrong, since they 
tempt the attorney to depart from the strict line of duty, and 
to resort to disingenuous means to obtain success. 


“I refer particularly to actions brought to recover damages 
for personal injuries, although the custom of retaining attor- 
neys on agreements for contingent fees is by no means con- 
fined to this class of cases, but, in personal actions of this kind, 
the chief cause of our crowded calendars, the system has its 
widest range. 


“It may be that stress of professional competition compels 
the practice, or that parties who may justly seek a recovery 
for their injuries are often without the means to secure the 
services of a lawyer upon their personal responsibility. But, 
gentlemen, if these are the excuses, they tend rather to stig- 
matize our profession as a degraded one, as one wholly mer- 
cenary, and its members destitute of altruistic regard, and as 
eager to pounce upon and to take advantage of an unfortunate 
client, impecunious, yet with a worthy cause.” 

We have sincere respect for Judge Bischoff, whom we 
regard as being one of the most learned members of the 
present New York judiciary, but at the same time we can- 
not refrain from expressing our belief that he has unin- 
tentionally fallen into error. It is all very well in theory 
to consider that the consciousness of professional dignity 
upheld and duty well performed should be sufficient re- 
ward for trying a long and arduous case. The world has 
already discovered the unsoundness of the doctrine which 
refused to permit a Roman advocate or an English bar- 
rister to collect fees as a matter of right on the ground 
that their profession was such that it could not lower itself 
by accepting pay for services rendered. Now let us take 
the case of a poor man who is injured, we will say, on a 
railway through the negligence of the latter’s employees. 
He has no money to employ counsel on a cash retainer, 
and although his rights are perfect, yet he must take his 
case to a lawyer who will try it on a contingent fee or re- 
frain from suit, unless he, perchance, induces an attorney 
to bring action on his behalf “without money and without 
price,’ whatever be the outcome. It practically resolves 
itself into the query whether this man is to be remediless 
or not. It cannot be expected that the average attorney, 
who depends for his livelihood upon the practice of his 
profession, can afford to take the time necessary, both at 
trial and on appeal (for railways usually do appeal on any 
and all possible grounds, as they thus stand an excellent 
chance of tiring out the average litigant), without expect- 
ing to receive compensation. Where, then, is the iniquity? 
Of course, one of those degraded beings known as “ambu- 
lance chasers” and “snitches” deserves no sympathy what- 
ever and should be disbarred as a common barrator, but 
the language of Judge Bischoff is so broad in its scope that 
it condemns not only such a one, but also the perfectly rep- 
utable member of the bar, who may not try three 





negligence cases in his entire professional career. A 
prejudice seems lately to be growing against damage 
suits which, while justified in part, is certainly not so in 
its entirety. 

In this connection we may say that we heartily ap- 
prove of the action of Governor Roosevelt in vetoing As- 
semblyman Green’s bill (amending Section 66 of the Code 
of Civil Procedure) to prohibit the compromising of suits 
without the attorney’s consent. His comments thereon, 
however, were utterly uncalled for: 


“I withhold my signature from this bill,” he says, “because 
in my judgment it is thoroughly vicious. It provides that no 
settlement of any lawsuit shall be valid without the consent 
of the attorneys, or without an application to the court, upon 
notice to the attorneys. The code now provides all necessary 
security for an attorney, in that it gives him a lien upon the 
cause of action. This bill would be a benefit chiefly to the 
very lawyers whom the honorable members of their profession 
least desire to see benefited—that is, to those who bring suits 
for damages on account of accidents, and who wish to be in 
a position to mulct both their own clients and the defendants 
in case of settlement. In its first draft the bill applied only to 
negligence suits. An unscrupulous attorney might turn it to 
his advantage by bringing a blackmailing suit at the eve of 
any great commercial or railroad consolidation, when it would 
be in his power to hold up a settlement involving great sums 
of money. In short, the possibilities for fraud which are af- 
forded by this bill are so numerous that it is not entitled to 
any consideration.” 


Objection, it would seem, should properly be taken, 
not to negligence cases themselves, but should be based 
on the ground that in numerous instances unworthy mem- 
bers of the bar have resorted to improper methods. 

With all due respect to the bench, however, we think 
that exception may be taken to what appears to be a 
recognized course of procedure on the part of New York 
judges, which is somewhat analogous in principle to what 
has been condemned by Judge Bischoff. Is there any 
moral difference, we would ask, between an attorney whe 
handles an accident case on a contingent fee (which case 
has come to him in the course of his regular pratice and 
was not incited by him) and a judge who, upon nomina- 
tion, has contributed several thousand dollars to be ex- 
pended by his particular political party in ways he wots 
not? We are not prepared to say that either is ethically 
wrong, but is not the latter a legitimate ground for re- 
crimination? We yield to-none in a sincere desire to elim- 
inate from practice anything which will lower the dignity 
of the profession, but we think that if there are certain 
things with which the bar at large may be reproached, 
questions might be put to the bench which will not permit 
the latter to go altogether scatheless. 








A WORTHY PROVISION OF THE NEW GER- 
MAN CIVIL CODE. 


Except as to that portion regulating the offense of leze 
majesty, we have a great amount of respect for German 
jurisprudence, and one provision of the new Civil Code 
seems particularly worthy of being followed. This enacts 
that in case a party without good cause (and what consti- 
tutes “good cause” is apparently to be determined by the 
circumstances of each particular case) refuses to carry out 
a marriage compact he (or she) is bound to compensate 
the other for the damage thereby actually sustained, his 
(or her) parents or other persons who have acted in loco 
parentis in respect of money disbursed. or contracts en- 
tered into—reasonable under the circumstances—in ex- 
pectation of the marriage taking place, and also in respect 
of any loss sustained by the injured party through having 
in the like expectation of marriage taking place, preju- 
dicially affected his (or her) property or business calling, 
by having given up a situation. So, too, if one party, by 
his fault, occasions the other party to withdraw from the 
contract—such fault constituting a valid cause for the 
latter’s withdrawal—the party in fault is bound to make 
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the like compensation as he would have been compelled 
to make had he improperly refused to carry out the con- 
tract. The particularly interesting and significant feat- 
ure of the law is, according to the London Law Times, 
that only special damages, consisting of actual money 
loss, can be recovered, except in one particular case. 


We have always thought it to be somewhat of a blot 
upon the common law that it permits actions for breach 
of promise of marriage. This matter seems to be one in 
which the widest latitude should be given to both parties 
up to the last moment. In other words, persons should 
not become man and wife unless they are thoroughly con- 
vinced on the day of marriage that permanent happiness 
will result. Various causes might intervene between the 
period of engagement and the solemnization of the cere- 
mony which would induce either party to withdraw, al- 
though such cause might not be sufficient as matter 
of defense in a court of law. In fact, it requires no 
great exercise of the imagination to conceive of a case 
where the dislike of one of the parties to the other might 
become so strong that it would be absolutely impossible 
to say the fatal “yes.” Now, under such circumstances 
for the law to say “you have agreed to become husband 
(or wife), and you must carry out that agreement irre- 
spective of any feeling that you may have in the matter,” 
seems little short of barbarity. That the recusant should 
repay the actual expense which the other party has in- 
curred or reimburse for damage actually flowing from 
the refusal seems no more than fair. That more should 
be required is illogical and absurd. It seems an anomaly 
that where an artist contracts to paint a picture to the 
taste of his patron his work may be rejected 
without giving whys or wherefores, and the prospective 
bridegroom may not refuse to carry out the contract 
where he suddenly discovers in his fiancée defects which 
would only insure their permanent unhappiness. 


No doubt it will be said that the discovery should have 
been made before the engagement, the answer to which is 
that with both parties on their best behavior as they 
usually are during courtship, the wonder is that any dis- 
coveries of incompatibility at all are made prior to the 
day when the parties become man and wife. 

At the present day, actions for breach of promise of 
marriage constitute the last resort of notoriety-seeking 
actresses, and very little sympathy should be wasted on 
such as consent to appear before a jury seeking solace 
for broken hearts and lacerated feelings. 

We really see no remedy for him whom we are in- 
clined to regard as the injured party, unless the advice of 
a certain young attorney could be followed in every in- 
stance. The story has been going the rounds how one 
breach of promise suit came to be settled out of court. 
The man in trouble had been indiscreet ; he thought he 
loved her, but he found out several weeks too late he was 
mistaken. No, he didn’t want to marry her, but she 
persisted and he couldn’t stand the ignominy of a threat- 
ened breach of promise suit ; besides he had written some 
exceedingly foolish letters. Her famiiy was very respect- 
able, and all that, and really there wasn’t any objection, 
only he didn’t like the girl. Her family stood high in 
church circles, were very religious, and she was a model 
girl. 

Then it was that the young lawyer’s natural born 
genius asserted itself. 
by the wily Sleary in Kipling’s “Post that Fitted,” tse 
said: 

“Let your beard grow for a week or ten days. Ther 
put on some old clothes and muss them up. Go out and 
take a number of drinks. Eat a lot of onions and lim- 
berger cheese, and then go up to the house. Don’t wait 


Following the path marked out [ 


ble in. Throw your arms around her and tell her she’s 
the only girl you ever loved, and insist on getting Married 
without a moment’s delay, and then let me know the 
result.” 

The result was a $250 check and the letter: 

“Dear +” it read, “I am sorry to inform yoy 
that the wedding has been indefinitey postponed. After 
that little talk of ours I fixed up and carried out your ip. 
structions to the letter, and a bit further. In place of g 
drink or two I am afraid I got gloriously drunk. I map. 
aged to tumble over a chair as I entered the room. She 
said I was a drunken brute when I tried to hug her, ang 
then she said she was glad she had found me out before 
it was too late. I don’t remember very much more, ex. 
cepting that I went down the front steps a great deal 
faster than I went up. I have had all my letters ang 
presents returned to me. Enclosed find a little remem. 
brance to be followed up when I see you on my return.” 











AN ATTEMPT TO ENFORCE CRIMINAL LAW. 
THROUGH THE INSTRUMENTALITY OF A 
COURT OF EQUITY. 





A number of recent decisions have passed upon the 
question of when a court of equity is justified in attempt- 
ing to punish crime through its remedy of injunction. 

Such was an action recently brought by the People of 
the State of California ex. rel. G. A. L’Abbe et al. v. 
District Court of Lake County et al. (46 L. R. A. 850). 
The plaintiff alleged that one Mary Henderson is “a citi- 
zen and resident of Leadville and a property owner there- 
in, and is interested in the moral, material and financial 
welfare of said city; that she is the mother of two boys, 
now reaching manhood, and is interested in their moral 
welfare ; that she is president of the Leadville branch of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, an organiza- 
tion having for its object, among other things, the pres- 
ervation and protection of the morals and character of 
the people of the city of Leadville.” That one L’Abbe 
and others were guilty of maintaining a gambling room 
within a few doors of the reading room of the W. C. T. U. 
That it was to the said Mary Henderson’s interest that the 
city of Leadville be made, so far as possible, a peaceable, 
lawloving, and order-abiding community, to the end that 
husbands and fathers may not be led astray by the unlaw- 
ful devices and practices carried on by the defendants, 
that her moral and financial interests may be protected, 
and that the officers of the law had refused to act. An 
injunction was applied for which the Court refused to 
grant, saying: i 

“While the complaint is very voluminous, we think it 
fails to state a case cognizable in a court of equity. 
While it contains general averments that the plaintiff is 
the owner of property (without in any way describing its 
character or situation), and that the gambling complained 
of, and the renting of houses for that purpose, constitute 
a common nuisance, which injures the public, and the 
plaintiff's special interests as well, yet it fails to disclose 

any such special injury to herself as would justify her in 
maintaining this action, or any injury that is not common 
to the entire community, and, in fact, fails to show that 
the conduct of defendants in any way injures property 
or property rights. But, from its whole tenor and im- 
port, its manifest purpose is to restrain the commission 
of the crime of gambling in the city of Leadville because 
of its corrupting and vicious influences and its deteriorat- 
ing effect upon the morals of the community. In other 
words, it is a plain attempt, through the aid of a court of 
equity, to prevent the violation of the penal statutes of the 





for her to open the door, but rush in, or, better still, tum- 


State, and to confer upon the court the administration of 


ihe criminal law, solely because the sworn officers neglect 
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of refuse to perform their duty in this regard. The fail- 
yre of these officers to perform their duty constitutes no 
ound for the interference of a court of equity.” 

This case, as the court said, seems to be one where the 
accused were guilty solely of a criminal offense and to 
have amounted to nothing more than an attempt to con- 
ef criminal jurisdiction upon a court of equity. 

A long line of decisions have settled the doctrine that 
while gambling dens, fast houses and saloons may, under 
some circumstance, constitute such nuisances as to war- 
rant the issuance of an injunction, yet in every instance the 
damage suffered by the applicant should be special and 
eculiar to himself as distinguished from what is generally 
suffered by the community. Thus in the case of Blagden 
y, Smith in the Supreme Court of Oregon (44 L. R. A. 
22), the court held that while, as a general rule, aninjunc- 
tion would not issue against the keeper of a disorderly 
house, vet where plaintiffs could show that the enjoyment 
of their property was affected by disgusting scenes and 
sounds they sustain an injury different in kind from that 
suffered by the public at large, which entitles them to an 
injunction against the maintenance of the nuisance. 


This case is distinguishable from a previous one ot 
Neaf v. Palmer (Ky.) 41 L. R. A. 2109, in that it was not 
shown in the latter that there existed improper sights and 
sounds. The only thing that appeared there was that 
the premises belonging to plaintiff had become less valu- 
able by reason of the nuisance. (See Anderson v. Doty, 
33 Hun. 160, but contra Hamilton v. Whitridge, 11 Md. 
128.) So a court of equity has refused an injunction 
against the maintenance of a saloon, though it conceded 
that an action for damages might be maintained. (Hag- 
gart v. Stehlin (Ind.), 22 L. R. A. 577.) 

This last case certainly seems to be very close to the 
border line, for if the injury is peculiar and special to 
the plaintiff, differing from that suffered by other mem- 
bers of the community, there should, we think, be little 
doubt but that he is both entitled to an action for the in- 
jury suffered and to an injunction restraining the con- 
tinuance of the nuisance. 

In a Texas case cited by the court in the Abbe de- 
cision, which also involved the right to enjoin the 
crime of gambling, the following view was taken: 

“When a State, through her proper officers, seeks the 
jurisdiction of a court of equity to abate a public nuisance, 
she must show that such nuisance is an injury to the prop- 
erty or civil rights of the public at large, which it is her 
duty as the agent of the public to prevent. All the State 
shows by her bill in this case is the offense of keeping a 
common gaming house and the corruptive and vicious 
influences attending such a nuisance. It is not shown 
that any property or civil rights of the public, which it 
is her duty to protect, are invaded or that any irreparable 
injury will be done any such rights by the maintenance of 
such nuisance. The case presented is a criminal one, 
pure and simple, in which criminal law furnishes the only 
remedy that courts are required to enforce.” 

The court here said also that the fact that the criminal 
law against this offense was not enforced and observed is 
no ground for the interposition of a court of equity, for 
such a court has no jurisdiction to restrain the commis- 
sion of crime, nor enforce moral obligations or the per- 
formance of moral duties as such; nor can it rightfully 
interfere with the performance of an illegal act merely 
because it is illegal, in the absence of an injury to the 

property or civil rights. State v. Patterson (14 Tex. Civ. 
App. 465.) at 

In Crawford v. Tyrrell (128 N. Y. 341) suit was insti- 
tuted to restrain the defendant from keeping a house of 
ill fame ; and it was held that an unlawful use of property 
which renders the premises of a neighbor unfit for com- 





fortable or respectable occupation and enjoyment, is 2 
private nuisance, against which the protection of a court 
of equity may be invoked, although the use complained 
of also constitutes a public nuisance. (See also Weakley 
v. Page (Tenn.), 46 L. R. A. 552; Hayden v. Tucker, 37 
Mo. 214; Gilbert v. Showerman, 23 Mich. 448; Doellner 
v. Tynan, 38 How. Pro. 176. Holsman v. Boiling Spring 
Bleaching Co., 14 N. J. Eq. 335; Ogletree v. McQuaggs, 
67 Ala. 580, 42 Am. Rep. 112.) 

One thing which particularly attracted our attention 
in the Abbe case was that the Colorado court, with every 
inducement from the subject matter to grow maudlin, yet 
soberly and quietly considered the question and decided it 
from a legal standpoint. In this respect it is worthy of 
contrast with a New York tribunal which a short time ago 
rendered a decision upon which we have previously com- 
mented, holding that written imputations against a man’s 
chastity were libellous, although special damage was not 
shown. In view of the fact that it took a statute to give 
such a cause of action to women, and no law has been 
enacted extending the privilege to man, we have grave 
doubts as to the correctness of the court’s view. The 
particular ground of our criticism, however, is the fact 
that the Appellate Division of the New York Supreme 
Court seemed to have had no basis for their decision 
other than mere sentiment. In other words, a desire to 
vindicate the purity of the male sex appears to have de- 
cided the case.* 








THE RIGHT OF AN EXPELLED CLUBMAN TO 
REINSTATEMENT. 


On May 8 a decision was rendered by Justice Stover, 
of the New York Supreme Court, First Department, in 
Kopp v. White as Grand Treasurer, etc., which passed 
upon the question of the right of a member of a club to 
review proceedings for expulsion. This action was 
brought against the Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted 
Masons of the State of New York for the purpose of hav- 
ing the plaintiff reinstated as a Mason. 

He was accused and convicted of having, in a com- 
munication to the Grand Master of Masons of the State 
of New York, in insulting and scurrilous epithets 
grossly abused the Grand Master. He was served with 
a copy of the charges, and a notice of the time and place 
of the trial, and appeared before the commissioners ap- 
pointed for the trial of the charges, but does not seem to 
have made or served an answer to them. Upon the 
first meeting of the commissioners the plaintiff was 
represented by counsel, the complainant also being 
represented by counsel. The chairman of the com- 
mission asked if the defense had any objection to any of 
the commissioners, and the plaintiff’s counsel, instead of 
answering the question, thereupon stated that he desired 
to ask the commissioners certain questions in-regard to 
the matter. Counsel for the complainant thereupon 
asked the counsel for the accused to define his position, 
stating that if he desired to challenge the commissioners 
the code pointed out the way to do so. Counsel for the 
accused thereupon stated that there were no specific rea- 
sons in his mind why the commissioners should not act. 
He was again asked by the commissioner, “Has the de- 
fense any specific challenge against the commissioners ?” 
to which the counsel for the accused answered, “I chal- 
lenge all the commissioners.” The chairman thereupon 
inquired the grounds of the challenge to the commission- 
ers, and the counsel for the accused refused to state any 
grounds, but insisted upon a right to examine the com- 
missioners in advance of any challenge. The chairman 
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*See “Is It Libelous to Charge a Man with Unchastity,’’ page 5, 
January number, 
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having stated that the challenge must be based upon some 
certain ground, and that if there were any grounds they 
should be stated and put upon the records, otherwise a 
challenge could not be sustained, and after a refusal by 
counsel for the accused to state the grounds of the chal- 
lenge, the defense withdrew from the trial, the counsel for 
the accused stating “The defense withdraws from this 
trial, and is not before this commission any further.” 
Thereupon the defendant was asked by the prosecution 
to take the stand; his counsel announced that he would 
not take the stand, and after some considerable exchange 
of views, the accused left the room. The trial was there- 
upon adjourned, and upon the adjourned day the commis- 
sion met, it being stated that the accused had been noti- 
fied of the meeting and requested to be present; but not 
appearing, the commission proceeded to take the testi- 
mony, and made its adjudication, finding the accused 
guilty of the charges as specified and sentencing him to 
expulsion from the order. The sentence of expulsion was 
afterwards duly affirmed by the commission of appeals, 
which is the Masonic appellate tribunal, and this action 
was subsequently fully approved by the Grand Lodge in 
its annual communication in June, 1899. It is claimed on 
behalf of the plaintiff herein that he has been deprived of 
his right under the code of procedure of the Masonic 
order ; that his trial was not legal ; that his conviction was 
unjustified, as based upon hearsay evidence ; that the evi- 
dence was insufficient to establish the proof of the 
charges, and that the punishment was too severe. The 
theory of the plaintiff seemed to be that the court has 
power to review, not only the questions of jurisdiction, 
but also the questions of procedure that arose from 
time to time during the course of the trial and appeals. 

The court appears to have considered the question as 
already settled in New York by the case of White v. 
Brownell (4 Abb. Pr. N .S. 162; “The Open Board of 
Brokers Case.) It was here held that in a suit for an 
injunction to restrain the officers of a voluntary unincor- 
porated association from carrying into effect a resolution 
or vote suspending the plaintiff from membership, the only 
question which can arise is whether the plaintiff was sus- 
pended in accordance with the constitution and by-laws. 
Unless they were violated by the proceedings against him, 
he has no ground for complaint. Those who become 
members of such an association are bound by its rules not 
being in conflict with the law of the land, and the courts 
can interfere no further than to hold the association to a 
fair and honest administration of those rules. _ 

In this case it was said that a member of an unincor- 
porated voluntary association has as such, undoubtedly, 
rights which the law will protect, but they do not rest 
upon the same grounds, and are in no wise coextensive 
with the franchise enjoyed by a member of a corporation. 
And again, “individuals who form themselves together 
into a voluntary association for a common object, may 
agree to be governed by such rules as they think proper 
to adopt, if there is nothing in them in conflict with the 
law of the land; and those who become members of the 
body are presumed to know them—to have assented to 
them—and they are bound by them.” 

The court, therefore, took the view that this was amat- 
ter within the exclusive control of the organization, and 
the complainant having at the time of his admission 
agreed to become subject to the by-laws, he could not 
now exercise rights in derogation of them, 

Thus it was said “when the plaintiff became a Mason, 
. he submitted himself to the government of the order as 
prescribed by its constitution and by-laws. Whatever 
-tights he obtained he obtained from the society itself. He 
held those rights subject to the laws of the governing 
body, and to no other. He was bound to conduct him- 





a 
self in accordance with the rules and laws of the sOciet 
and he knew that if he failed so to conduct himsel ‘ 
was amenable to the court established by the organizas; ; 
itself. He was, at the time of committing the setond 
offense, under discipline and suspension for a former 
offense against the laws of the order. It was in this ac 
tion that the letter of the grand master was written the 
reply to which was the subject of the trial now under jp, 
vestigation. That such letter was a gross violation of 
Masonic obligations, Masonic conduct and Masonic law 
there can be no question. If I am correct in the views | 
have stated above, his trial was strictly in accordance with 
the rules of procedure established by the order, and his 
appeal to the commission of appeals, and the affirmang 
of its judgment by the Grand Lodge, was within the juris. 
diction conferred by the rules of the order.” 

A recent case illustrative of the point at issue is thy 
of People ex rel. Elwell v. Manhatten Chess Club (23 
Misc. 500), which held that where the constitution of 
club provides that a member guilty of conduct prejudicial 
to its interests may be suspended by the directory and ex. 
pelled by the club, the directory has jurisdiction of 
charge against a member of opening a letter addressed to 
the president, and where a member, after due notice, de. 
clines to appear or take any part in the proceedings. the 
adjudication is conclusive and final. Attention should als 
be drawn to that of People ex rel. Ward v. Uptown Asso. 
ciation (26 App. Div., June, 97). Here the board of 
directors of a club gave a week's notice to a member to 
appear before them and give such explanation as he 
might desire as to his action in sending a circular to the 
other members concerning the rejection of a candidate for 
membership, but on the hearing refused to permit him to 
discuss such rejection or to adjourn the hearing, and sub. 
sequently expelled him. It was also charged that he 
made false statements in the circular. On an application 
for mandamus to reinstate him, it was held that he was 
entitled on the hearing to discuss such rejection and give 
his reasons for the statements made, and that the questions 
whether he had reasonable notice of the charge, whether 
it was established and whether he had reasonable oppor- 
tunity to defend should be submitted to the jury. (See 
further People ex rel Decker v. Hoboken Turtle Club, 
38 St. Rep. 4; Whitesiders Noyac Cottage Ass'n & 
Hun. 568; People ex rel. Ward v. Uptown Ass'n, 9 App. 
Div. 191, 41 N. Y. Supp. 154.) 


























































TOPICS OF INTEREST. 





The New York Legislature this year amended Section 
6 of the Code of Civil Procedure so as to permit “the 
granting of an injunction order by a justice of the Su 
preme Court” on Sunday, “when in his judgment it is 
necessary to prevent irremediable injury,” and by allow 
ing the service of a summons accompanied by such an 
irijunction order on Sunday. Not a few street railroads 
were laid on Sunday so that the work could not be 
stopped by an injunction order, and this practice has be- 
come very general. The day no longer legalizes or sane- 
tifies the deed 



























































The decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the prize cases “The Paquette Habana’ and 
“The Lola” (175 U.S.) is probably the most interesting 
from the standpoint of international law which is to grow 
out of seizures of vessels in the recent war with Spain. 
The vessels were Spanish coast fishing smacks, and were 
siezed while on their way into Havana with live catches of 
fish. Admiral Sampson sent them into the prize court, 
viz., the United States District Court for the Southern 
District of Florida at Key West. The court condemned 
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 eemess 
them as lawful prize according to the law of nations, “not 
being satisfied as matter of law, without any ordinance, 
treaty OF proclamation, that fishing vessels of this class 
gre exempt from seizure.” This the Supreme Court re- 
yersed by a vote of 4 to 3, holding as follows: “By an 
ancient usage among civilized nations, beginning cen- 
turies ago, and gradually ripening into a rule of interna- 
ional law, coast fishing vessels, pursuing their vocation of 
catching and bringing in fresh fish, have been recognized 
as exempt, with their cargoes and crews, from capture as 
prize of war.” 





A lumber company made a contract on June 30 to de- 
liver 1,000 cords of bark at $7.50 a cord of 2,300 pounds, 
to be paid by three promissory notes at $1,000 each, one 
at sixty days, and the others at three months, to be made 
as an advance payment, the balance to be paid at the rate 
of $4.50 per ton on the 10th of the month succeeding the 
shipments. The company then agreed with another com- 
pany for this bark to be delivered to it-from the peeling 
of one McRea, who was to be paid $3.25 per cord for peel- 
ing and loading. The notes were discounted, and McRea 
was paid $1,825 on his work. The first company was 
heavily indebted to a certain bank about January 30, and 
in August it began pressing for payment, and finally, in 
October and November, it gave chattel mortgages on all 
its lumber to the bank, so that it might get its debt. The 
bark peeled and loaded by McKRea, 1,000 tons, was piled 
with 1,000 tons more, and it was all taken by the bank 
under the mortgage. The company claimed a lien on 
the 1,000 tons for its advances and sued for and had judg: 
ment for their possession, and the Appellate Division 
afirmed the judgment, but a reversal was got in the 
Court of Appeals. Werner, J., in the opinion, said: “TI. 
This case presents a practical illustration of the difficul- 
ties with which courts are beset in the attempt to apply 
equitable principles to ill-considered and hastily executed 
contracts. The plaintiff could have made a contract by 
which the title to the bark would have passed to him at 
once on its being manufactured. It could have been 
clearly identified and so set apart as his property, or he 
might have taken security for his contract, as a chattel 
mortgage ; but neither of these steps did he take. So he 
fixed no lien, and the bank, of course, took all of the bark 
2. It is claimed, however, that the bank’s claim was based 
upon an existing indebtedness, but there being no title or 
lien in the plaintiff he stood upon the same footing as the 
bank. Both were creditors at large of the two lumber 
companies, and a transfer to either of them for an existing 
indebtedness would be good as against the other. Where 
the equities are equal, the legal title must prevail. The 
transfer of the bark was simply the preference of one cred- 
itor over another, which is permissible. Lighthouse v. 
Third National Bank, of Buffalo, N. Y. Court of Ap- 


peals, April, 1900. 





The sum of $50, furnished to a mining prospector as a 
“grub stake” is held by the Supreme Court of California, 
in Prince et al. v. Lamb (60 Pac. Rep., 689), not to be an 
adequate consideration to entitle the one who furnished 
the stake to share in mining interests valued at $4,000,- 
000, which were discovered by the prospector. In this 
case the plaintiff furnished the defendant, Lamb, with $50 
to enable him to go to Alaska, or the Northwest territory, 
to prospect for gold and other precious metals, and in 
consideration of the $50 they were to have one-half of any 
mines or claims located or acquired by Lamb, and one- 
half of all the minerals extracted. Lamb located certain 
mines and mining claims valued at $4,000,000, and ex- 
tracted during one year $350,000 worth of gold. The 
plaintiffs now ask that Lamb be required to convey to 
them a one-half interest in the mines. But the Supreme 





Court denies the relief, on the ground that the contract 
was not just and fair, and held that they would take judic- 
ial cognizance that $50 was not an adequate consideration 
in equity to entitle the plaintiffs to one-half the fruits of 
so toilsome and expensive a journey, to say nothing about 
the expense of procuring the property in question after 
his arrival in the mining country. 





A statute authorizing compulsory vaccination is held 
by the Supreme Court of North Carolina, in State v. Hay 
(35 5. E. Rep., 459) to be valid and a proper exercise of 
the police power of the State to legislate for the public 
welfare, which is inherent in the General Assembly. This 
question has only recently been raised, and in each case 
the constitutionality of the statute has been upheld. Mor- 
ris vy. City of Columbus (30 S. E. Rep., 850; Blue v. 
Beach, 56 N. E. 89). 


In Castle v. Marks, decided in the New York Su- 
preme Court, First Appellate Division, on April 12, the 
facts were as follows: Two persons did business under 
the firm name of N. Powers Company in fire supplies in 
New York city, and they had a three years’ exclusive 
contract with the La France Fire Engine Company and 
with the American Fire Engine Company to sell certain 
fire supplies to the Fire Department of the city of New 
York. The partnership was formed in June, 1898, but 
ran no definite time. On March 6, 1899, without notice 
to the partner, the other member of the firm notified these 
two companies that the partnership had terminated and 
requested that their representatives meet him at Albany, 
N. Y., to arrange for the surrender of their contract. He 
went there alone, surrendered the contract and then took 
the same contract for himself alone. Up to March 6, 
1899, the firm had made over $11,000 in commissions in 
its business and on contracts. The member of the firm, 
under the renewal contract, received commissions 
amounting to $3,995.30, in which the other party claimed 
the right to share. The trial court defeated this claim, 
and the Appellate Division, in reversing, through Mc- 
Laughlin, J., said: This question has been often consid- 
ered in the matter of the renewal of valuable leases, and it 
has always been held that partners cannot be permitted to 
take advantage of each other in such transactions. As to 
this case, it cannot be held that one member of a firm, 
which is the owner of valuable contracts, having over two 
years to run, can surrender them without the consent of 
his copartner, and by so doing procure contracts in which 
he alone takes a personal interest. The law will not sanc- 
tion transactions of that character ; nor will it permit part- 
ners thus to deal with each other. The new contracts of 
March 6, 1899, are an asset of the old firm, and must be 
accounted for in the settlement of the partnership 
accounts. 








A recent English decision, Johnston v. Boyes (1899, 2 
Ch. 73), is worthy of note here: The plaintiff, a married 
woman with property of her own, instructed her husband 
to purchase for her a freehold public house which had 
been advertised for sale to the highest bidder, the condi- 
tions being that 10 per cent. of the purchase money 
should be deposited immediately after the property 
should be knocked down and that an agreement in the 
form subjoined in the advertisement should be signed by 
him. ‘The husband was the highest bidder for £4,900, but 
not having been entrusted with any money by his wife, he 
tendered a check for £490 upon his own bankers as the de- 
posit required by the advertisement. But on the instruc- 
tion of one of the vendors who had shortly before heard 
the man swear in open court “that he had nothing in the 
world except the clothes he stood in,” his check was re- 
fused, and notwithstanding his protest that the purchase 
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was for his wife who would find the money the next day, 
the property was again put up for sale and sold for a 
higher price. His wife brought this suit to recover dam- 
ages for breach of contract. The vendors pleaded the 
Statute of Frauds, and contended that the check was not 


a good tender and that there was no custom obliging the 
vendors to accept it. 


Cozens-Hardy, J., held on the authority of Warlow y, 
Harrison, 1 E. and E., 295, 317, and Carlill v. The Car- 
bolic Smoke Ball Company, 1893, I. Q. B., 256, that a 
person who accepts an offer to sell and complies with the 
conditions of the advertisement of sale is entitled to sue 
for damages for breach of contract, and that the Statute of 
Frauds had no application to the case. He, however, dis- 
missed the action on the ground that a check even of a 
man of credit was not a good tender in law, and need not 
be accepted, much less that of a known pauper, that the 
printed conditions required upon a correct construction, 
cash payment, that there was no such payment, and the 


defendant was entitled to refuse to proceed with the 
contract. 





A bank discounted, in July, 1893, a note for $3,129.77, 
made by Weston Brothers, dated December 6, 1891, and 
payable on August 13, 1893. It was shown by the payee 
in an action on the note against the makers, an old and 
wealthy firm of lumber dealers, that it was not drawn or 
signed until July 10, 1893; that it was made by William 
W. Weston for his, the payee’s, accommodation, and that 
he had conveyed real estate to Weston to secure him on 
this and similar papers, of which last fact he informed the 
officers of the plaintiff. It was further shown that Weston 
Brothers were dissolved on December 5, 1892, and were 
succeeded by a co.poration ; that notice of the dissolution 
was given to Dun’s and Bradstreet’s, and that notice of 
it appeared in two local papers, but that the bank and the 
Westons were 100 miles apart; that formal notice of dis- 
solution was advertised, and that this note and other 
notes were made by William W. Weston, who was one of 
the firm, without their knowledge, and not for firm pur- 
poses. The jury found for the defendants on the evi- 
dence, but the plaintiff went up on the charge. It con- 
tended that the judge was in error in charging: 1. That 
the jury might consider upon the question of good faith 
that the bank took the note without inquiry nineteen 
months after it was made and but a month before ma- 
turity; 2, that none of the officers of the bank 
took the witness-stand after the fraudulent char- 
acter of the note was shown, to show that they acted in 
good faith ; 3, that the notices of dissolution made it quite 
generally known and were as is ordinarily done and re- 
quired. The Appellate Division affirmed the judgment, 
but a reversal was had in the Court of Appeals, where, 
through Bartlett, J., it was said: The first and second 
objections to the charge are without merit, but the notices 
of dissolution were not sufficient to give the plaintiff 
notice. The great weight of authority in this State is that 
as to non-dealers with a firm the notice of dissolution, to 
be legally effective, must be seasonably published in one 
or more of the newspapers in the immediate vicinity. 
(Citizens’ National Bank of Corry, Pa., v. Weston, N. Y. 
Court of Appeals, March, 1900.) 





In Hancock National Bank v. Jonathan W. Farnum, 
the United States Supreme Court, on March 12, held 
Peckham J. dissenting) that a judgment against a cor- 
poration which by the laws of the State in which it is ren- 
dered is binding on the stockholders must be given by a 
court of another State the same conclusive effect against 
a stockholder who is sued therein; and the only defenses 


<=> 
make in the courts of the State in which it was rendered 

The facts in this case are these: The plaintiff, a credi. 
tor of the Commonwealth Loan & Trust Co., a corpora. 
tion duly organized under the laws of the State of Kansas 
recovered a judgment on Dec. 8, 1893, in the circuit coun 
of the United States for the district of Kansas against the 
corporation for the sum of $16,136.76 debt, and $28.45 
costs of suit. Thereafter, on April 27, 1894, an execution 
was issued on the judgment, and after due search and 
diligence no property of the corporation could be found 
to be taken in satisfaction thereof, and it was returned 
wholly unsatisfied. The defendant is a stockholder in tha 
corporation, holding ten shares of the capital stock of the 
par value of $100 each, and appearing as such stockholder 
on the books of the corporation. Setting forth these facts 
with further detail of the provisions of the Kansas consti- 
tution and statutes, the plaintiff filed its declaration in the 
common pleas division of the Supreme Court of Rhode 
Island to recover a judgment for a sum equal to the 
amount of defendant’s stock. To this declaration a de. 
murrer was filed and sustained and judgment entered for 
the defendant (20 R. I. 466, —, 40 Atl. 341), to reverse 
which judgment the plaintiff sued out this writ of error, 

Mr. Justice Brewer delivered the opinion of the court 
and said: 

“This case brings to our consideration the same consti- 
tutional and statutory provisions of the State of Kansas 
which were before us in Whitman v. National Bank, 176 
U. S. — 20 Sup. Ct. Rep. 477. In that case we 
decided that a plaintiff, after the recovery of a judg- 
ment against a Kansas corporation in the courts of Kan- 
sas, and the return of an execution unsatisfied, could 
maintain an action in any court of competent jurisdiction 
against a stockholder of the corporation to recover in sat- 
isfaction of his judgment an amount not exceeding the 
par value of the defendant’s stock. It is unnecessary to 
rediscuss the questions there considered. 


It remains to be determined whether the action of the 
Supreme Court of Rhode Island, in failing to recognize 
the right which, in the case just referred to, we have held 
that the plaintiff possessed, is one which can be revised by 
this proceeding in error. In order to give this court jur- 
isdiction of a case decided in the courts of a State there 
must be some question arising under the Constitution of 
the United States; some alleged denial of a right or im- 
munity secured by that Constitution. The plaintiff says 
that the decision of the Supreme Court of Rhode Island 
denied it a right given by Section 1, Article 4, of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which reads: “Full faith 
and credit shall be given in each State to the public acts, 
records, and judicial proceedings of every other State. 
And the Congress may, by general laws, prescribe the 
manner in which such acts, records and proceedings shall 
be proved, and the effect thereof.” * * * * * 
What, then, is the faith and credit given by law or 
usage in the courts of Kansas to a judgment against a 
corporation? What is the effect of such a judgment as 
there established? This is a question not answered by 
referring to general principles of law, by determining 
what at common law was the significance and effect of a 
judgment, but can be answered only by an examination 
of the decisions of the courts of Kansas. The law and 
usage in Kansas, prescribed by its Legislature and en- 
forced in its courts, make such a judgment not only con- 
clusive as to the liability of the corporation, but also an 
adjudication binding each stockholder therein. We do 
not mean that it is conclusive as against any individual 
sued as a stockholder that he is one, or if one, that he has 
not already discharged by payment to some other creditor 





‘which he can make against it are those which he could 


of the corporation the full measure of his liability, or that 
he has not claims against the corporation, or judgments 
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inst it, which he may, in law or equity, as any debtor, 
whether by judgment or otherwise, set off against a claim 
or judgment, but in other respects it is an adjudication 
pinding him. He is so far a part of the corporation that 
he is represented by it in the action against it. Ball v. 
Reese, 58 Kan. 614, 50 Pac. 875. * * * * 

This representative character of the corporation has 
peen affirmed by this court in several cases. In Hawkins 
y, Glenn, 131 U.S. 319, 33 L. ed. 184, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep.739, 
it was held that “in the absence of fraud, stockholders 
are bound by a decree against their corporation in respect 
to corporate matters, and such a decree is not open to 
collateral attack.” This was a case in which an assess- 
ment ordered by a court which had jurisdiction of the 
corporation was held binding upon stockholders residing 
in another State; and in the opinion, on page 329, L. ed. 
p. 191, Sup. Ct. Rep. p. 742, it was said by Chief Justice 
Fuller : 

“A stockholder is so far an integral part of the cor- 
poration that, in the view of the law, he is privy to the 
proceedings touching the body of which he is a member.” 

See also Glenn v. Liggett, 135 U.S. 533, 34 L. ed. 264, 
10 Sup. Ct. Rep. 867; Great Western Teleg. Co. v. Purdy, 
162 U. S. 329, 337, 40 L. ed. 986, 990, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
810. 

Now, as the judgment rendered in the Kansas court is 
in that State not only conclusive against the corporation, 
but also binding upon the stockholder, it must, in order 
to have the same force and effect in other States of the 
Union, be adjudged in their courts to be binding upon 
him, and the only defenses which he can make against it 
are those which he could make in the courts of Kansas. 
The question to be determined in this case was not what 
credit and effect are given in an action against. a stock- 
holder in the courts of Rhode Island to a judgment in 
those courts against the corporation of which he is a 
stockholder, but what credit and effect are given in the 
courts of Kansas in a like action to a similar judgment 
there rendered. Thus and thus only can the full faith and 
credit prescribed by the Constitution of the United States 

and the act of Congress be secured. 








THE EFFECT OF THE STATUTE OF FRAUDS 
UPON CONTRACTS IN GENERAL.* 


By Frederic H. Calkins, A. B. 


(Being a paper read at the New York University Law 

School on Feb. 7, 1900.) 
(Concluded.) 

We now come to the remaining class of contracts cov- 
ered by the statute, that is “agreements whereby fo 
charge any person upon any special promise to answer 
for the debt, default or miscarriage of another person.” 
In other words, guaranties. 

The word “special” has been held to mean simply 
“expressed” promise as distinguished from a promise im- 
plied by law. The words debt, default or miscarriage 
would seem to include every case in which one party can 
become liable to another in a civil action and they have 
been held to cover cases of tort. In the case of Kirkham 
v. Marter, 2 Barn. & Ald. 613, which was an action to re- 
cover from defendant the damages sustained by the plain- 
tiff by reason of the death of his horse caused by hard 
riding by defendant’s son, and which it was claimed de- 
fendant had promised to pay if plaintiff would not bring 
an action against the son, the court held that such a 
promise was within the statute and Chief Justice Abbott 
said: “The word miscarriage has not the same meaning 
as the words debt or default; it seems to me to compre- 
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hend that species of wrongful act for the consequences of 
which the law would make the party civilly responsible.” 

It would seem almost unnecessary to call attention to 
the fact that it is the debt, default or miscarriage of an- 
other person and not that of the promisor which is cov- 
ered by the statute, and yet it is upon this point that an 
almost endless variety of cases have been judicially passed 
upon, and it is the application of this provision of the 
statute which has, perhaps, more than any other, fur- 
nished the ground for the statement that the statute has 
been the means of permitting as many frauds as it has 
prevented. 

The promise intended to be covered by the statute is 
thus defined in the case of Turner v. Hubbell, 5 Day 457, 
(Conn.): “An undertaking by a person not before liable, 
for the purpose of securing or performing the same duty 
for which the other party for whom the undertaking is 
made is at the same time liable.” And it should be added 
that the liability of that other person must be a liability to 
the promisee. 

It follows, therefore, that whether it be a debt, default 
or miscarriage it must be a clear and ascertained legal 
liability, capable of being enforced against the original 
party, and the promise must be collateral and not original. 
While there is no clear legal liability on the part of an in- 
fant to pay a debt not incurred for necessaries, still the 
statute has been held to apply to a promise by another 
to pay such a debt on the ground that while the infant 
could not be compelled to pay the debt if he chose to de- 
fend on the ground of infancy, nevertheless, the debt was 
not void, but only voidable at the option of the infant. 
See Dexter v. Blanchard, 11 Allen 365. 


Unless some liability or duty of a third person already 
exists or is to. be created there cannot be an agreement 
to answer for the debt, default or miscarriage of another, 
and this would seem to he self-evident. And yet it is not 
always an easy matter to determine whether under the 
facts of the case it is such liability of another or of the 
promisor which is the object of the promise. This is well 
illustrated in the case of Lakeman v. Montstephen, L. R. 
7 H.L.17. The facts of that case were that the defendant 
was the chairman of the Board of Health of a certain 
town and the plaintiff was a builder and contractor who 
had often done work for the board. He had, under orders 
from the board, constructed a main sewer in the town and 
the board had given notice to the owners of the adjacent 
property that they must connect their houses with such 
sewer within a certain time or the board would do the 
work at their expense. No attention had been paid to 
this notice by the property owners and all of these facts 
were known to the plaintiff. Having completed the main 
sewer he was about to remove his carts and materials 
when he had a conversation with the defendant, who 
asked him what objection he had, if any, to making the 
connections with the houses. Plaintiff said he had none 
except that he would not do the work for the property 
owners, but if the defendant or the board would order the 
work done, or become responsible for the payment of it, 
he would do the work. To this the defendant replied: 
“You go on and do the work and I will see you paid.” 
The plaintiff did the work, but the board refused to pay 
on the ground that no order had been given by it for the 
work. Plaintiff then demanded payment from defendant, 
but was refused on the ground that the agreement being 
to answer for the debt of another could not be enforced 
as it was not in writing. Suit having been brought the 
plaintiff was non-suited and such action was sustained by 
the Queen’s Bench, but on appeal such decision was re- 
versed and judgment given for the plaintiff. The court 
held that as the defendant had no authority to act for the 
board, the board was not liable and that there can be no 
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suretyship unless there be a principal debtor. Nor cana 
man guarantee anybody else’s debt unless there is a debt 
of some other person to be guaranteed. The order of the 
defendant, therefore, must be construed to create an origi- 
nal debt. He did not assume to give the order as chair- 
man of the board, and the language used clearly showed 
that the plaintiff did not ask him so to do, but even 
though he had he would have been personally liable as he 
would then have falsely represented himself to have an 
authority to bind his principal, which he did not have. 

This proposition is further illustrated by the case of 
Read v. Nash, 1 Wilson 305, (K. B.) which is often mis- 
quoted as being against the proposition that the statute 
covers torts as well as debts. In that case the plaintiff's 
testator had brought an action of assault and battery 
against another, and the case just coming on for trial one, 
Nash, who was present in the court-room, agreed to pay 
a certain sum and the costs to date if the plaintiff’s testa- 
tor would withdraw the record and discontinue the trial. 
Such was done, but the promise was not fulfilled and 
plaintiff’s testator having died, this suit was brought to 
recover the amount so promised to be paid by defendant. 
The court held that this was not a promise to pay the 
debt, default or miscarriage of the’ defendant in that ac- 
tion, as he had not been adjudged guilty ofassault and bat- 
tery, and there might have been a verdict for him had the 
case been tried ; that it was an original promise for which 
no writing was necessary. This case was referred to in 
the case of Kirkham v. Marter, heretofore referred to, and 
distinguished in that in the latter case there was a clear 
legal liability, while in this case there was not. 


There is another class of cases which illustrates tlre 
difficulty of determining whether the promise is collateral 
or original, and those are where one person at the request 
of another renders services for or sells goods to a third 
person, relying on the promise of the person so request- 
ing to secure him from any loss. In this class of cases the 
liability is prospective and Lord Mansfield in an early case 
held that if an oral guaranty was prospective, that is, to 
answer for a debt, default or miscarriage not yet incurred 
or suffered, the statute did not apply, because at the time 
the defendant’s promise was made there was no existing 
liability on the part of another to which it conld be 
collateral. 


This, however, he subsequently modified in the case of 
Jones v. Cooper, 1 Cowper 227, and the rule is now well 
settled that the statute applies to cases where the liability 
is prospective as well as to those where it already exists. 
In the case of Matson v. Wharam, 2 Term Rep. 80, the 
rule applicable to this class of cases is laid down by Judge 
Buller to be that “if the person for whose use the goods 
are furnished be liable at all, any other promise by a third 
party to pay that debt must be in writing.” This rule, 
however, would seem to be applicable only to those cases 
where the third party and the defendant are liable in the 
same way, and to do the same thing, the one as principal 
and the other as surety. The defendant is said to come 
in aid to procure the credit to be given to the principal 
debtor. The question, therefore, ultimately turns upon 
whose credit the goods were sold or the money advanced 
or whatever other thing was done which the defendant by 
his promise procured to be done. If any credit whatever 
be given to the third party, the defendant’s promise is re- 
quired to be in writing as collateral. 

The first case to which attention should be called is 
that of Buckmyr v. Darnall, 2 Lord Raymond 1085. In 
this case the plaintiff, at the request of the defendant, had 
delivered to another person a horse to be ridden to an- 
other town, and the defendant had agreed to be responsi- 
ble for the return of the horse by the person to whom 
it was to be lent. The horse, not having been returned, 
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suit was brought and the defence was that as the Promise 
was to answer for the default of another it could not 
enforced as it was oral. The court held that such Was a 
good defence as the plaintiff had a cause of action against 
the third party on the bailment, the law implying a prom. 
ise on his part to return the horse, and that such promise 
was implied the moment the horse was delivered to him 
and he then became liable therefor to the plaintiff. Such, 
being the case the promise of the defendant was collateraj 
and must be in writing. The Chief Justice who delivered 
the opinion said that there had been great diversity of 
opinion among the judges because the horse was lent 
wholly upon the credit of the defendant, but that they 
were all of the opinion that the case was within the statute 
for the reasons above stated. That the case is the same 
in principal as where a man comes with another to a sho 
to buy, and the shopkeeper should say: “I will not selj 
him the goods unless you will undertake he shall pay me 
for them,” such a promise is within the statute. 

This proposition is further illustrated in the case of 
Matson v. Wharam, heretofore referred to, in which the 
defendant asked the plaintiff if he was willing to sell a 
third party some goods, and the plaintiff answered that he 
dealt with no one in that part of the country and did not 
know him. Defendant replied: “If you do not know 
him, you know me. He is a good chap, but I will see you 
paid.” The plaintiff sold the goods to such person, rely- 
ing on the promise of the defendant, and charged the 
goods to such person on his books. On demand for pay- 
ment by letter, however, he received no response and ap- 
plied to defendant, who refused to pay. Suit was brought 
and the defence of the statute interposed. The court held 
that such promise was a promise to pay the debt of an- 
other and was within the statute, and the plaintiff could 
not recover, as it was not in writing. 

Another case showing that it is immaterial upon 
which of the two parties the plaintiff relied the most for 
payment, and that so long as the third party is at all lia- 
ble to him to do the same thing which the defendant has 
engaged to do, the promise of the defendant is collateral, 
is that of Hetfield v. Dow, 27 N. J. L. 440. In that case 
the defendant was building a seminary at Plainfield, N. J., 
and one, Gibson, had contracted with him to build it and 
furnish the materials. Defendant went to the saw mill 
of the plaintiff and inquired how they would sell him lum- 
ber delivered in Plainfield, and said he would want a large 
quantity. Plaintiff asked him if it was for the seminary, 
and he said it was, and the plaintiff then named the 
price. Plaintiff then asked if he was Mr. Gibson and 
defendant replied, “No, Mr. Dow,” but that Gibson was 
going to put up the building, but he was going to see to 
the purchase of the lumber himself. 

Plaintiff then asked to whom the lumber should be 
charged and defendant replied, he supposed it would 
make no difference, as he was going to see to the buying 
of the lumber and the paying for it himself. The lumber 
was delivered to the employees of Gibson and charged to 
him. The bill was subsequently presented to Gibson, but 
he failed to pay, and Dow was called upon, but refused on 
the ground that he was not liable on his oral promise. 
The court held that the goods were clearly delivered on 
the credit of Gibson and not of the defendant and, there- 
fore, Dow was not liable. 

A case illustrative of the other side of the proposition 
is that of Chase v. Day, 11 Johns. Rep. 114. The defen- 
dant called at the printing office of the plaintiff and in- 
quired the terms on which the plaintiffs would let the de- 
fendant’s nephew have newspapers to sell and distribute 
as a news carrier. The plaintiff stated the terms, to which 
the defendant replied: “If my nephew should call for 
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”» The nephew did, thereafter, call for papers and 
jaintift furnished him with what he asked for for several 
weeks, kecping a memorandum in his sales book under 
the name of the nephew of the papers taken. As they 
were not paid for a bill was presented to the defendant, 
who refused to pay on the ground that his promise was 
oral and not binding. The court held that it was an orig- 
inal promise of the defendant, however, and that the evi- 
dence fairly warranted the conclusion that credit was 
ven originally and solely to him. That it was never the 
debt of the nephew ; that the uncle made the agreement, 
and that it was not a collateral promise but an original 
contract on the part of the defendant to pay for the papers 
jmnished for the use of his nephew. See also Walker v. 
Hill, 119 Mass. 249. 

It is many times a matter of difficulty to determine to 
whom the credit has been actually given and the facts of 
each case must be the guide. The expressions used, the 
situation of the parties, and all of the circumstances of the 
transaction. The entire question is one for the jury to 
determine. An excellent case illustrative of this uncer- 
tainty and that the matter is one for the jury to determine 
is that of Keat v. Temple, 1 Bos. & Pul. 156. The defen- 
dant in that case was a first lieutenant on H. M.S. Boyne, 
and when that ship came into port, the plaintiff having 
been recommended to him as a responsible tailor, he ap- 
plied to him to supply the crew with new clothes, saying: 
“I will see you paid at the pay-table.” The plaintiff being 
satisfied with this promise took samples of the clothes to 
the vessel and showed them to the crew. Some of them 
refused to buy, but the defendant stood by and compelled 
them to do so under threats of punishment, which was not 
an excess of duty or authority. The goods were delivered 
and when the paymaster came on board to pay the sailors 
the plaintiff was there and the defendant attempted to 
have the money due him stopped out of the men’s pay, 
but one refused and the paymaster would not retain it. 
Plaintiff then brought suit against the lieutenant for the 
amount which had not been paid by the seamen and judg- 
ment was rendered in his favor, but on appeal the court 
held that the defendant was not liable as it was clearly 
not the intention of the parties that he should be a guar- 
antor, nor that they were sold on deefndant’s original 
promise. The most that he guaranteed to do was to use 
his best efforts to have the goods paid for out of the 
money due the seamen at the pay-table on pay day. That 
the amount was too large to admit of the construction that 
it was incurred on the strength of the lieutenant’s original 
promise, for the pay of a lieutenant would not permit of 
such credit being given. 


As has been several times stated, the promise of the 
defendant to be within the statute must be a collateral and 
not an original promise. It follows, therefore, that if 
such promise puts an end to the obligation of the third 
party it is an original promise, for with the debt of the 
third party extinguished the promise of the defendant is 
collateral to nothing. This proposition is illustrated in 
the case of Prentice v. Wilkinson, 5 Abb. Prac. N. S. 49, 
where the plaintiff was the attorney of the wife of the 
defendant in an action brought by her against the defen- 
dant for a divorce. The case had not come to trial, but ap- 
plication had been made for alimony, and while this was 
pending the defendant and the wife met at the office of the 
plaintiff and the suit was settled upon defendant’s promise 
to pay the plaintiff for his services for the wife in the ac- 
tion. The suit was discontinued and the defendant sub- 
sequently refusing to pay the attorney, suit was brought 
and the defence made that the promise being to pay the 
debt of another could not be enforced because not in 
writing. The court held that it was an original promise 


wife and accepted the defendant as his debtor, and that it 
has frequently been held that a promise by a third person, 
accepted in lieu of a debt, which is in consequence of such 
promise discharged absolutely, is a new undertaking ad 
not within the statute of frauds. Judge Bartlett wrote a 
dissenting opinion, showing that the court were by no 
means unanimous in the decision rendered. , 
As the promise must be collateral it follows that it 
must be made to the creditor and not to the debtor, and 
the promise to the debtor to pay his debt for a good and 
valuable consideration is obviously an original promise. 
The case of Eastwood v. Kenyon, 11 Ad. & El. 438, is il- 
lustrative of this proposition. The plaintiff was liable to 
a third person on a promissory note and the defendant for 
a good and sufficient consideration promised the plaintiff 
to pay and discharge the note to the other party. Not 
having done so, suit was brought to recover the amount 
of the note and costs and the defence being made that as 
it was an oral promise to pay the debt of another it could 
not be enforced, such defence was not sustained, the court 
(Lord Denman) saying that if the promise had been made 
to the holder of the note it would have been strictly a 
promise to pay the debt of another. The defendant 
claimed that as the statute did not say to whom the prom- 
ise should be made it is none the less a promise to pay 
the debt of another because the promise is made to the 
debtor. “But upon consideration we are of the opinion 
that the statute applies only to promises made to the per- 
son to whom another is responsible.” 
That such is the correct construction of the statute has 
been well settled in numerous cases, but the application 
of this proposition to one large class of contracts has been 
productive of much difference of opinion and lack of uni- 
formity of ruling in the various States. That class of 
cases is where one is induced to become surety for an- 
other on the promise of a third person to indemnify the 
surety for any loss he may sustain by reason of becoming 
such surety. The cause of the diversity of opinion is that 
by some it is held that on becoming surety an obligation 
arises on the part of the third person to save him harm- 
less, and the defendant’s promise is, in fact, a promise to 
answer for any default in the performance of this implied 
obligation. In England there are two cases which set 
forth these different views and are diametrically opposite 
in the results arrived at from the application of such views. 
The first of these cases in point of time was that of 
Thomas v. Cook, 8 Barn. & Cress. 728. A partnership 
firm was about to be dissolved, and one of the partners 
agreed to assume all the debts of the firm and give a bond 
of indemnity to the other partrier, with two sureties, to 
save him harmless from the payment of such debts. He 
applied to the defendant to sign such bond as surety and 
to procure another to sign with him. Defendant then 
asked plaintiff to sign the bond with him and orally 
agreed to save him harmless from all payments and ex- 
penses which he might be required to make by reason of 
so doing. Certain sums were required to be paid and 
plaintiff was put to much trouble and expense. The 
partner for whom he became surety having died he recov- 
ered a part of his disbursements from his estate and now 
sues defendant on his oral promise to indemnify him for 
any loss he might sustain to recover the balance of the 
sums expended. The defence was that the promise being 
to answer for the default of another was within the statute, 
and being oral could not be enforced. But the court held 
that while the bond was given to secure the debt of an- 
other this action is not brought upon the promise con- 
tained in the bond, but upon the promise of the defendant 
to indemnify the plaintiff for any loss he might sustain, 
and is an original promise of the same character as if the 





as the plaintiff had relinquished his claim against the 





defendant had requested -the plaintiff to pay to a third 








































































256 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








party a sum of money and had promised to repay him. 
Judge Parke said: “This is not a promise to answer for 
the debt, default or miscarriage of another person, but an 
original contract between these parties that the plaintiff 
should be indemnified against the bond.” 


The other English case, and the one which has caused 
all the trouble, is that of Green v. Cresswell, 10 Adolph. 
& Ellis 453. In this case the plaintiff at the request of the 
defendant executed a bail bond for a third person who 
had been arrested for debt, the defendant orally agree- 
ing to indemnify him against any payments and ex- 
penses he might be put to by reason of such bail bond. 
Plaintiff was obliged to pay a certain sum through the 
forfeiture of the bond and sues to recover on the promise 
of the defendant to indemnify him. Defendant claimed 
that he was not liable, as the promise was within the sta- 
tute, being a promise to pay the debt, default or miscar- 
riage of another. At the trial judgment was given for the 
plaintiff on the ground of the decision in the Thomas v. 
Cook case, but on appeal such judgment was reversed and 
Lord Denman, who delivered the opinion, said that the 
promise was within the statutes and that it was in effect 
this: “If you will become bail for Hadley and Hadley, by 
not paying or appearing, forfeits his bail bond, I will save 
you harmless from all the consequences of your becoming 
bail. If Hadley fails to do what is right toward you, I 
will do it instead of him.’’ It is, therefore, a collateral and 
not an original promise. He then refers to the case of 
Thomas v. Cook and says: 

“But the reasoning in this case does not appear to us satis- 
factory in support of the doctrine there laid down, which, taken 


in its full extent, would repeal the statute. For every promise 
to become answerable for the debts and defaults of another 


may be shaped as an indemnity; but even in that shape we. 


cannot see why it may not be within the words of the statute. 
Within the mischief of the statute it most certainly falls.” 

Many cases subsequently arose and the case of 
Thomas v. Cook was, as a general rule, followed, though 
the case of Green v. Cresswell was also followed in cases 
where the bond was given in criminal cases. The ques- 
tion as to which would thereafter be followed came 
squarely in issue in the case of Wildes v. Dudlow, L. R. 
19 Eq. 198, and the case of Thomas v. Cook became 
thereafter the authority in England, and the doctrine an- 
nounced in Green v. Cresswell was overruled. The facts 
of this case were that the defendant’s testator, who had as- 
sisted his son many times to raise money on notes, finally 
felt that it might be better to have some one else appear 
as endorser for him and so requested the plaintiff, his son- 
in-law, to become endorser on a note for $5,000, saying 
that he would indemnify him from any loss that he might 
sustain from so doing. Such agreement was not in writ- 
ing, but plaintiff complied with the request and subse- 
quently paid the note. The promisor having died and 
plaintiff being one of the executors of his will, this action 
is brought to determine his right to charge the estate with 
the amount of his loss. Vice Chancellor Malins, who de- 
livered the opinion, said: 

“What was the promise made by the testator? It was not, 
‘I engage with you to be answerable to you for the debt of 
Wildes,’ because Wiides did not owe Dudlow anything, but he 
says, ‘If you will do a certain act, namely, render yourself 
liable for that debt, I will indemnify you.’ I think it perfectly 
clear that the only contract I have to consider is that between 
father and son-in-law. It is not that he will pay the debt of 
Wildes, but that if the son will guarantee Wildes’ debt he will 
see him harmless, or, in other words, indemnify him. If one 
man could induce another to alter his line of conduct in that 
way and then meet him with the statute of frauds, that 
statute, instead of being a protection against fraud, would be 
the direct means of fraud.” 

The reasoning of Vice Chancellor Malins does not 
seem to be as sound as that of Judge Parke or 
Judge Bayley in the case of Thomas v. Cook, but 
it does seem that the doctrine laid down in 
these two cases is the correct doctrine. Apply- 
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ing the principles laid down in those cases where byt One 
simple question was involved it would seem that in thi 
class of cases the whole credit is given to the defendant 
and the promise is to pay the plaintiff his own debt jf he 
should thereafter sustain a loss by reason of the act which 
the defendant asks that he shall do. While it borders 
closely on the case of Matson v. Wharam, heretofore Te- 
ferred to, still in that case the obligation of the third per. 
son existed independently of the act of the plaintiff, that 
is, the contract of guaranty, while in this case the implied 
obligation of the third party arises by force and reason of 
the act of the plaintiff in becoming surety. In these cases 
the third party owed no debt to the defendant or to the 
plaintiff, but to a fourth party, and while, by signing the 
bond, an implied promise arose between the plaintiff ang 
such third person, yet such implied obligation came into 
existence only as a legal incident of such contract and not 
independent of it. The defendant simply promises to fyr. 
nish the plaintiff with such sums as he may need to pay 
his own debt, if he should thereafter incur one by reason 
of the act, which is required of him by the defendant. See 
also Aldrich v. Ames, 9 Gray 76. The various cases jn 
the courts of the United States give other reasons for fol- 
lowing the case of Thomas v. Cook, but the reasons above 
assigned, which are substantially those of Aldrich y, 
Ames, would seem to be the most reasonable. See also 
Barry v. Ransom, 12 N. Y. 462. The case of Thomas y, 
Cook is followed in most of the United States, but in the 
States of Pennsylvania, Illinois and North Carolina the 
case of Green v. Cresswell is follawed, and in the States 
of South Carolina, Tennessee, Missouri, Alabama and 
Ohio the question seems to be unsettled. See Browne on 
the Statute of Frauds, Section 162. 

Inasmuch as the promise must be collateral, it is also 
obvious that a promise which is in effect to pay one’s own 
debt is not within the statute. Therefore, a promise by a 
member of a firm to pay a debt of the firm would not be 
within the statute. See Colt v. Root, 17 Mass. 228. 

It is also obvious that as the promise is a collateral 
promise, it must be one that creates an obligation charge- 
able to the personal estate of the promisor and that a 
promise to pay the debt of another out of property of that 
other in the possession of the promiser is not a collateral 
but an original promise, and need not be in writing. This 
proposition is illustrated by the case of Belknap v. Ben- 
der, 75 N. Y. 446. The facts of that case were that the 
plaintiff was engaged in managing a saw mill, and the 
owners were indebted to him for labor performed, in the 
sum “f $1,500, and were also indebted to the defendant 
and other parties, some of the debts having been put into 
judgments. The defendant, for the purpose of securing 
his debt entered into an agreement with the owners of the 
mill to take the mill, run it, saw the logs then lying in 
their log yard, ship and sell the lumber and apply the 
proceeds, first to the payment of expenses and then to the 
liquidation of the indebtedness, including that of the 
plaintiff, and pay over the balance to the owners of the 
mill, the consideration being 10 per cent. of the amount 
of the sales. When this action was brought about half 
of the lumber had been sold. Upon taking charge, defend- 
ant requested plaintiff to keep on working at the mill 
and he would pay him for his work at the same rate that 
the owners had, saying that he had purchased the stock 
and had made an arrangement with the owners to pay 
him what was due him from them, and that if he would 
keep on working for him he would pay him for his work, 
and in a few days would pay him $1,000 upon the amount 
due him from the firm. Failing to do so, suit was brought 
and judgment was rendered for the plaintiff for $1,000 
and interest, the trial judge holding that the plaintiff 
might recover the $1,000 on the ground that the property 
had been placed in defendant’s hands to sell, and that he 
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yould be liable to pay after he had sold the lumber, and 
hence could waive the delay and be bound by his prom- 
ise to pay before he had realized the proceeds, and that 
such a promise is not within the statute of frauds, and is 
iunded upon a good consideration, on the principles laid 
down in Mallory v. Gillett, 21 N. Y. 412, namely that, 
when the debtor puts a fund into the handsofthepromisor 
in trust to pay the debt, a promise to the creditor to pay 
the debt would be an original promise to discharge his 
own obligation to the creditor and would be valid. Here, 
defendant had converted the property into money and 
then promised to pay the plaintiff he could have been sued 
directly on the promise, for as between him and the owner 
it would have been his duty to pay the debt, so that when 
he promised to pay the creditor he, insubstance, promised 
to pay his own debt, and not that of another. The Gen- 
eral Term reversed this ruling and plaintiff now appeals. 
The ruling of the General Term was sustained and the 
court held that the promise of the plaintiff to 
work for the defendant at what appeared to be 
jul compensation did not furnish a consideration 
for defendant’s promise to pay the entire debt 
of the owner to him. That defendant did not 
purchase the property and agree to pay plaintiff a portion 
of the purchase price in satisfaction of the debt due him, 
which would bring the case within the rule laid down in 
Lawrence v. Fox. But by the agreement he incurred no 
personal liability for the debts, and was required only to 
be faithful in the discharge of the trust assumed. That 
this action was not one for an accounting, but to recover 
the whole debt. Here the defendant owed the owners no 
duty to pay the debt of the plaintiff except out of the pro- 
ceeds of the property when sold, and when the action was 
brought he was not in default of duty. Furthermore, his 
duty was to pay only the pro rata share of the proceeds of 
the sales applicable to the debt of the plaintiff. See also 
Barker v. Bucklin, 2 Denis, 45. 


There are many other very interesting questions which 
have arisen by reason of the application of this section of 
the statute, and in the language of Chief Justice Shaw, of 
Massachusetts, in the case of Chapin v. Lapham, 20 Pick. 
470: “The cases on this branch of the statute of frauds 
are so. numerous that it would be a difficult task to review 
them, and the distinctions as to cases which are or are 
not within the statute are so nice and often so shadowy 
that it would be still more difficult to reconcile them.” 
It is not possible, therefore, within the limits of this paper 
to further consider these cases. But attention should be 
called to one matter which was suggested by the case of 
Belknap v. Bender, just referred to, and that is, that in all 
contracts, whether of the kinds covered by the statute 
or not, there must be a good and sufficient consideration 
for the promise of the defendant. To this fact attention 
has been heretofore called, but it is especially desirable 
that attention should be directed to it in connection with 
this branch of the statute. In the case of Leonard v. 
Vredenbrugh, 8 Johns. Rep. 28, Chancellor Kent divides 
contracts involving a promise to pay the debt of another 
into three classes from the standpoint of consideration as 
follows : 


“First. Cases in which the guaranty or promise is collat- 
eral to the principal contract, but is made at the same time 
and becomes an essential ground of the credit given to the 
principal or direct debtor. Here is not, nor need be, any other 
consideration than that moving between the creditor and orig- 
inal debtor. Second. Cases in which the collateral undertak- 
ing is subsequent to the creation of the debt was not the in- 
ducement to it, though the subsisting liability is the ground 
of the promise without any distinct and unconnected induce- 
ment. Here must be some further consideration shown, having 
an immediate respect to such liabilitly, for the consideration 
for the original debt will not attach to this subsequent prom- 
fse. Third. Cases in which the promise to pay the debt of 
another arises out of some new and original consideration of 
benefit or harm moving between the newly contracting parties. 





The two first classes of cases are within the statute of frauds, 
but the last is not.” 


In the words of Mr. Causten Browne in his work on 
the Statute of Frauds: “The words of the statute itself, in 
their simple meaning, seem to give the true rule as to its 
application. It contemplates a promise to answer for the 
debt of another, a promise for that purpose, a mere guar- 
anty, and it never was meant that a man should set it up 
as a pretext to escape from the performance of a valid 
verbal obligation of his own, because in performing it the 
discharge of a third party’s debt was incidentally in- 
volved.” See also Nelson v. Boynton, 3 Metcalf 396, 
where several of the cases to which the third class of the 
rules of Chancellor Kent applies are discussed and distin- 
guished. 

In conclusion, therefore, it has been shown that the 
Statute of Frauds has no effect whatever upon contracts 
as such, but simply lays down a rule of procedure for the 
enforcement of certain kinds of contracts, and it, there- 
fore, becomes of great importance to know and con- 
stantly bear distinctly in mind just what contracts are 
covered by it; and that the contracts covered by it are 
those special or express promises whereby to charge an 
executor or administrator to answer damages out of his 
own estate; (2) whereby to charge any person to answer 
for the debt, default or miscarriage of another person; 
(3) or to charge any person upon any agreement made 
upon consideration of marriage ; (4) or upon any contract 
or sale of lands, tenements or hereditaments, or any inter- 
est in or concerning same; (5) or upon any agreement 
that is not to be performed within the space of one year 
from the making thereof; (6) or upon any contract for 
the sale of goods, chattels or things in action for the price 
of $50 or over; and in the State of New York (7) or upon 


any subsequent or new promise to pay a debt discharged 
in bankruptcy. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


THE RIGHT OF A RECEIVER IN SUPPLEMEN- 
TARY PROCEEDINGS TO SET ASIDE AN 
UNRECORDED INCUMBRANCE ON 
THE DEBTOR’S PROPERTY. 








George W. Stephens, as receiver of the McCall Pub- 
lishing Company, respondent, v. Meriden Britannia Com- 
pany, appellant, impleaded with Arthur H. Page, et al. 
(Court of Appeals of New York, decided at October term, 
1899.) 


Where property is 


chattel 


taken and sold by the mortgagee under an unfiled 
mortgage, there being no immediate change of possession, a re- 
ceiver in p Ss supplementary to execution upon a judgment re- 
covered subsequent thereto has no power to maintain an action for con- 


"tn ouch & case bis remedy is by action in equity to set aside the 
transfer of the debtor’s property, if such transfer be fraudulent as to 
creditors 
George S. Daniels for appellant. 
George W. Stephens for respondents. 


VANN, J. On the 19th of November, 1892, a foreign cor- 
poratioh, known as the McCall Publishing Company, gave to 
the Meriden Britannia Company, another foreign corporation, 
a bill of sale of certain printing machinery and materials to it 
belonging, for the purpose of securing the payment of $900, 
then owing by the former to the latter for rent past due and 
unpaid. This instrument, which in legal effect was a chattel 
mortgage, was not filed until December 7, 1892, owing to the 
request of the mortgagor and the promise of the managing 
agent of the mortgagee that he would withhold it from record 
‘if it did not conflict with the security.” The property re- 
mained in the possession of the mortgagor until the 9th of 
January, 1893, when the mortgagee took possession of it by 
virtue of the mortgage, and twelve days later sold it to the 
firm of Page & Ringot for the sum of $900, its fair value. 

When the mortgage was given the McCall Publishing Com- 
pany was owing one Walter Logan about $1,700, and on the 
8th of February, 1893, he recovered judgment for the amourt 
of his claim. Upon the basis of this judgment the plaintiff 
was appointed receiver of the property of the judgment debtor 
in proceedings supplementary to execution, instituted about the 
20th of February, 1893, and on the 6th of May following he 
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commenced this action against the Meriden Britannia Company 
and the persons composing the firm of Page & Ringot, to re- 
cover damages for the conversion of said property by them on 
the 9th of January preceding. 

Upon the trial of the action the foregoing facts among 
others appeared, and at the close of the evidence for the plain- 
tiff, as well as at the close of the entire evidence, the de- 
fendant’s counsel moved to dismiss the complaint upon the 
ground “that an action for conversion will not lie under the 
proof adduced, and that the plaintiff has mistaken his remedy.” 
This motion was denied, and the court directed a verdict in 
favor of the plaintiff for the sum of $900, with interest for 
three years, amounting in all to $1,062, the defendants duly ex- 
cepting. Upon appeal to the Appellate Division, that court 
reversed the judgment and granted a new trial as to the de- 
fendants, Page & Ringot, but affirmed it as to the Meriden 
Britannia Company, which now comes here. 

As the mortgage was neither filed as required by law, nor 
accompanied by an immediate delivery, followed by an actual 
and continued change of possession of the property mortgaged. 
it was void as against judgment creditors of the mortgagor, 
(lL. 1833, ch. 279; Stephens v. Perrine, 143 N. Y. 476; Sullivan v. 
Miller, 106 N. Y. 635; Jones v. Graham, 77 N. Y. 628.) It was 
not, however, absolutely void, for it was good as between the 
parties thereto and as against creditors at large. It was only 
void as to judgment creditors, or creditors armed with some 
legal process authorizing the seizure of property. (Button v. 
Rathbone, 126 N. Y. 187.) It was not void as malum in se, but 
as malum prohibitum. It was valid as to all the world until 
attacked by a creditor standing upon an attachment or judg- 
ment. When the Meriden Britannia Company took possession 
of the property and sold it to Page & Ringot, the McCall Com- 
pany could not have maintained trover or conversion, be- 
cause it had transferred the property by an instrument which 
authorized the sale, and was conclusive so far as that company 
was concerned. Mr. Logan, the creditor now represented by 
the plaintiff, could not, at that time, have questioned the 
transfer in any way, because he was not then a judgment 
creditor, and no attachment had been issued in his favor. 
Neither the giving of the chattel mortgage nor the taking of 
possession by virtue thereof and the transfer to third par- 
ties, conferred, at the date of such transfer, any right of ac- 
tion upon the McCall Publishing Company or upon Mr. Logan. 
Upon the recovery of judgment and the return of execution 
unsatisfied, Mr. Logan was still without power to maintain an 
attion at law, but he could then have upheld a suit in equity 
to set aside the transfer, so far as it was an obstruction to the 
collection of his debt. 

When the receiver was appointed the property of the judg- 
ment debtor became vested in him. He was then in a position 
to bring any action relating to that property which the judg- 





ment debtor or the judgment creditor could have brought, and 
none other. The judgment debtor, for instance, could have 
brought an action at law against any one who had taken its 
property without its consent, while the judgment creditor could 
have brought an action in equity for taking the property of 
the judgment debtor, even with its consent, provided such 
taking was fraudulent as to creditors. The receiver, having 
the title of judgment debtor, can maintain any action sup- 
ported by that title, which the judgment debtor could have 
brought. Representing the judgment creditor, he can also 
maintain any action in equity to set aside a fraudulent: trans- 
fer, which the judgment creditor could have brought. As he 
represents no one except the judgment debtor and the judg- 
ment creditor, he can bring no action except such as the 
one or the other could have brought. (Bostwick v. Menck, # 
N. Y. 383; Metcalf v. Del Valle, 64 Hun, 245; 137 N. Y. 545.) As 
was said by the court in Bostwick v. Menck (supra), “‘the ap- 
pointment of the plaintiff as receiver of Beiser, made in the 
supplemental proceedings under the Code, vested in him the 
legal title to all the personal property of Beiser. (Porter v. 
Williams, 9 N. Y. 142; Becker v. Torrance, 31 N. Y. 631.) Such 
appointment conferred upon him the further right to prosecute 
such action, to set aside all transfers of property made by 
Beiser to defraud his creditors, as the creditors themselves 
could have maintained. * * * He acquires no right to the 
property by succession to the rights of the debtor, for the 
reason that the transfer is valid as against the debtor, and 
cannot be set aside by him as the debtor’s successor; no rights 
other than those of the debtor are acquired. He does not ac- 
quire the legal title to such property by his appointment. That 
is confined to property then owned by the debtor, and the 
fraudulent transferee of property acquires a good title thereto 
as against the debtor, and all other persons except the cred- 
itors of the transferror; the only right of the receiver is, there- 
fore, as trustee of the creditors. The latter have the right to 
set aside the transfer and to recover the property from the 
fraudulent holder, and the receiver is, by law, invested with all 
the rights of all the creditors represented by him in this re- 
spect. It is clear that the right of the receiver representing 
the creditors, and acting in their behalf, is no greater than that 
of the creditors. What, then, are the legal and equitable rights 
of a creditor as to property fraudulently transferred? Mani- 
festly only to treat as void and set aside such transfer, so far 
as shall be necessary to satisfy his debts and costs. He has 
no right to intefere with the transfer beyond this. ‘ When his 
debt and costs are paid, the transfer is as valid as to him as to 
other persons.” 

The receiver cannot bring an action at law for the taking of 
property formally transferred before the recovery of the judg- 
ment, because neither the judgment debtor nor the judgment 
creditor could have brought it. He can, however, by a bill in 
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equity remove any obstacle, such as fraudulent transfer, which, | a claim or demand against the estate of such deceased debtor 
until set aside, would prevent him from taking posession of exceeding in amount the sum of $100, may, in like manner, for 
the property, and thereupon sell it and apply the proceeds upon the benefit.of himself and other creditors interested in the 
the debt which he represents, If the property has been con- | estate or property of such deceased debtor, disaffirm, treat as 
sumed, or for any reason cannot be identified or followed, he void, and resist all acts done, and conveyances, transfers and 
can, in the same action, compel those legally responsible to agreements made, in fraud of the right of any creditor or 
account for it and pay over the value thereof to the extent nec- creditors, by such deceased debtor, and for that purpose may 
essary to satisfy the debt or debts represented by him, as well maintain any necessary action to set aside such acts, convey- 
as the costs and expenses. He cannot, however, uphold an | ances, transfers or agreements; and for the purpose of main- 
action at law for the conversion of property transferred, even taining such action, it shall not be necessary for such creditor 
in fraud of creditors, before he was appointed receiver, be- to have obtained a judgment upon his claim or demand, but 
cause that is not “the property of the judgment debtor” within such claim or demand, if disputed, may be proved and estab- 
the meaning of section 2,468 of the Code of Civil Procedure, | lished upon the trial of such action.” 
which is the source of his power. (Ward v. Petrie, 157 N. Y. We think that the act of 1858, as amended in 1894, does not 
301; Pettibone v. Drakeford, 37 Hun, 628.) apply to receivers appointed in proceedings supplementary to 
The title of the plaintiff is not strengthened nor is his execution. 
power increased by the act of 1858 ‘‘to declare and extend _The claim of the respondent, that the judgment should be 
the powers of executors, assignees, receivers and other trus- affirmed because the evidence is sufficient to support a bill in 
tees.” (L. 1858, ch. 314; L. 1894, ch. 740.) While the language equity, is not well founded. The complaint is in the form of 
of the statute is general in form, it obviously includes only | a pure action at law to recover damages for the conversion of 
such trustees as take the entire estate for the benefit of all personal property with no allegation to suggest a court of 
the creditors, whereas a receiver in supplementary proceed- equity as the forum resorted to, except those essential to show 
ings represents simply the creditor who brought about his ap- the appointment of the plaintiff as receiver, and hence that he 
pointment and such as caused the receivership to be extended had a legal capacity to sue. The plaintiff alleged that the 
to their claims, each of whom is entitled to payment in full defendants took possession of the property in question and 
in the order of diligence in instituting proceedings. (Code “unlawfully converted and disposed of the same to their own 
Civ. Pro. Secs. 2,466, 2,469.) The object of the one statute is to | use,” and that the damages sustained thereby amounted to 
secure distribution of all the effects of an insolvent, without | $3,000. The only relief demanded is for the recovery of that 
any preference except such as is required by law, and of the | sum and costs. There is not even a prayer for general relief. 
other to simply collect the debt of a single creditor in full. The trial was had without objection, in the usual way, before 
and if there is anything left another creditor, by prompt ac- a jury; the verdict rendered was simply for a definite sum of 
tion, may secure enough to pay his debt, and so on in the order | money, and when the defendants moved to dismiss because the 
in which proceedings are begun. The legislature, by classify- | plaintiff had mistaken his remedy, as an action at law would 
ing certain receivers with executors and others, who take the not lie, no suggestion was made that the court should grant 
entire estate for the benefit of all creditors, indicated an inten- relief in equity, and no such relief was granted. The fact that 
tion to include only such receivers as take all, for the benefit the judgment roll, execution and return thereof were read in 
of all, and not those who take all or a part, as the case may | evidence without objection did not authorize the court to 
be, for the benefit of one only. (Bostwick v. Menck, supra.) | award equitable relief, as such evidence was not received for 
The statute provides that “any executor, administrator, re- | that purpose, but simply to show that the plaintiff was duly 
ceiver, assignee or trustee of an estate, or the property and | appointed receiver. No motion was made to amend the com- 
effects of an insolvent estate, corporation, association, partner- plaint, and it stands as it was drawn, a pleading in a strict 
ship or individual, may for the benefit of creditors or others | action at law. 
interested in the estate or property so held in trust, disaffirm, The theory of the action, as gathered from the complaint, 
treat as void, and resist all acts done, transfers and agree- | the method of trial and the practice followed throughout the 
ments made, in fraud of the rights of any creditor, includ- | history of the case have fastened it unchangeably on the law 
ing themselves and others, interested in any estate or property | side of the court. It was brought there and tried there, and 
held by or of the right belonging to any such trustee or eS- | there it must remain, so far, at least; as this appeal is con- 
tate.” As was said in Pettibone v. Drakeford (supra), “these | cerned. 
words necessarily imply a receivership of the whole estate, and We think that the judgment should be reversed and a new 
not of a part.” This borat is eanenet, — — hwy = trial granted, with costs to abide the event. 
attack is indicated b e next sentence e ac ' wer cc es 
vides that “any creditor of a deceased insolvent debtor, having Bartlett and Gray,.JJ., dissent. 
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President—Henry Page, Princesa Anne. 
tary—Conway W. Sams, Baltimore. 
jurer—Frank G. Turner, Baltimore. 





MICHIGAN. 

(Organized June 1, 1890.) 
President—Bradley M. Thompson, Ann Arbor. 
Seoretary—Arthur Brown, Ann Arbor. 
Treasurer—O. E Butterfield, Ann Arbor. 


MISBISSIPP! 
*resident— Robert Lowry, Jackson 
‘eoretary—W. R. Harper, Jackson. 
reasnrer—C. M Williamson. 

MISSOURI 


(Organized December 29, 180.) 
Presi lent— .Jos+ph J. Russell, Charleston. 
Se retary—-C. F. Gallenkamnp, Union. 
Treasarer- North T. Gentry, Columbia 
MONTANA. 
(Organized January 8, 1825.) 
President— Charies RK. Leonaid, Batte. 


$-cretary— Edward C. Russell, Helena 
Ceasurer F. D. Miracle Helena. 
NEBRASKA. 
(Organized January 27, 19 0.) 


President —Judge E. Wake ey, Omaha. 
Secretary—W. P. McUrear) , Hastings. 
Treasurer—S. P. Davidson, Tecumseh 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
(Organized August 10, 1873.) 
President Georges B French. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord 
NEW JER°EY 
President—Samuel H. Grey, Camden 
Secretary—A.C Wall, Hudson. 
Treasurer—Chas. C. Black, Hudson 
NEW MEXION 
(Organized January 19, 1886.) 
President—A. A. Freeman, Car)lsbad 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe 
NEW YORK. 
(Organized May 3. !876.) 
President— Francis M. Finch, Ithaca. 
Secretary— Frederic E. Wadhams, Albany. 
Corresponding Secretary— George Lawyer, Albany. 
Treasurer - Henry A. Peckham, Albany 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
(Organized Feb 10. 199 ) 
President—Chas. F. Warr. n, Washington. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. C. Biggs, Chapel Hill. 
OKLAHOMA. 
(Organized July 10, 1890.) 
President—J . C. Strang, Guthrie. 
Secretary—J. L. Calvert Guthrie 
Treasurer—S. S. Lawrence, Guthrie. 
OHIO. 
(Organized July 8 1880.) 
President— Peter A. Lanbie, Salem. 
Se:retary—H. A. wezurente, Ashland. 
Treasurer—L. H. 2, Toledo. 


OREGON. 

(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
President— Lionel R. Webster, Portland. 
Secretary—A. F Flegel. Portiand 
Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel, Portland 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

(Organized January 16. 1895.) 
President—Lyma : D. Gilbert, Harrisburg. 
seoretery—Maward P. Allinson, Philadelphia. 
Treasurer— William Penn Lioyd. Mechanicsburg 

RHODE ISLAND. 
(Organized May 14, 1898.) 
President— Francis Colwell, Providence. 
Secretary—W lliam A. Morgan, Providence. 
Treasurer— William H Sweetland, Providence. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

(Organized December 11 1884.) 
President—B. F. Whitner Anderson. 

Se ‘retary—John P Thomas. Jr., Colambia 
Treasurer—J © Marshall, Columbus. 
’ SOUTH DAKOTA 

(Organized December 7. 1297. 
President - Edwin Van Cise. Deadwood. 
Secretary—John H. Voorhees, Sivux Falls. 
Treasurer—Ivan W. Goodner, Pierre 

TENNESSEE. 
(Organized July, 1882.) 
President—J. W. Bonner, Nashville. 
co -etary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville 
TEXAS. 

(Organized July +5, 1882.) 
President Presley K Ewing, Houston. 
Secretary—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams. Fort Worth. 


UTAH. 
(Organized January, 1894.) 
President—C. S$ Varion, Salt Lake 
Secretary—C. S. Kinney, Salt Lake. 
Treasurer—George L. Nye, Salt Lake. 
VERMONT. 
(Organized November 14, 1878.) 
President— C. H. Darling, Bennington. 
Secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Trea asurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 

(Organized July 6. 1888.) 
President— Wil iam J. Leake Richmond. 
Seorstary and Treasurer—E. C. Massie, Richmond 

Le teens 
(Organized January 19, 1:88.) 
President—George Donworth, Seattle. 





Se-retary— Nathan 8. Porter, Olympis. 
Treasurer— William A. Peters, ttle. 


—————— 
MINNESOTA. WEST VIRGINIA. 
BAR ASSOCIATIONS AND LAW (Or Garsber @, 1002.) ‘(Organized July 8, 1886.) 
LIBRARIES. “eaident—Mowen Clapp, St. Paal Secretary John W. Davie, Clarkabury 
unAPI | Omen David F, Simpaon, Hinneapatie ‘Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersbucg. 


WISCONSIN. 
(Organized January 9, 1878.) 
President—Joshua Stark, Milwaukee. 
Secretary—Corneli: s I. Haring, Milwaukee. 
Treasurer 5S. C. Hanks. " 


ED - oe 


COLORADO. 
With fitting resolutions, the Colorado 
Springs Bar Associationh, on May 3rd, 

id tribute to the memory of the late 
udge J. E. Rockwell. The meeting for 
that purpose was held in division 1, of 
the district court. The committee which 
had been appointed for the purpose ‘of 
drafting the resolutions made its report 
which is as follows: 

Colorado Springs, Colo., May 2, 1900. 

Whereas, in the wisdom of vidence 
J. E. Rockwell, for many years an hon- 
ored member of the bar of Colorado, and 
of late years practising at the El Paso 
county bar, has been removed from our 
midst by death therefore, 

Resolved, That in the death of J. E. 
Rockwell, the profession has lost one of 
its most worthy, able, and disti i 
members, the state one of its best and 
most nighly esteemed citizens, and so- 
ciety a strong, true, generous, noble- 
hearted man : 

Resolved, That this sense of loss is the 
greater because he was notably a man of 
energy, deep and abiding, sincerity and 
integrity loyal to friends and possessing 
a strong sense of duty and his life of 
usefulness in virtue of his character and 
trained intellect, gave promise of a life 
of yet greater usefulness, and ‘distinc- 
tion. 

Resolved, That we deeply feel for his 
bereaved widow and family in this hour 
of their great affliction and hereby ten- 
der them our sincere sympathy. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolu- 
tions be presented to the district “court 
of El Paso county, with the request that 
they be spread upon its records; that a 
copy of these resolutions be sent to his 
sorrowing family; and that copies be 
furnished to the daily papers for publi- 


cation. 
J. W. Sheafor, 
Karl C. Schuyler, 
A. T. Gunnell, 
Committee. 
ILLINOIS. 

The Executive Committee of the Illi- 
nois State Bar Association met atthe 
Great Northern Hotel, Chicago, on 
Thursday, May 17th. 

Those present were: Benson Wood of 
Effingham, president of the association 
James M. Sheean of Galena, Alfred 
Orendorff, and James H. Matheny of 
Springfield and Isaac Hiller Hamilton, 
Adolph Moses, Thomas Dent, Harvey B. 
Hard, Lessing Rosenthal. Jesse Holdom, 
S. S. Gregory, E. B. Sherman, James 
B. Bradwell, and Edwin Burritt Smith 
of Chicago. 

It was decided to change the date of 
the next annual meeting which had been 
announced to be held on Thursday and 
Friday July 5th and 6th, to the corre- 
sponding days of the following week, 
viz—July 12th and 13th. The meeting 
will be held at the Chicago Beach Hotel. 

Among the leading features of the 
meeting will be the annual address of 
the President Gen. Wood and an address 
by Chief Justice Cassoday of the Wis- 
consin Supreme Court. Addresses have 
also been promised by Levy Mayer, and 
S. S. Gregory of the “Chicago bar, and 





by John 8. Stevens of, the: Peoria_bar. 
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The work of the commission to revise 
the laws of the state in relation to 
pleading and practice which was au- 
thorized by the last general assembly 
will receive much attention at the meet- 
ing. Judge W. L. Gross of Sprinfield, 
who was appointed a member of the 
commission on the nomination of the 
association will make a report to the 
association showing the progress of the 
work, and the changes and reforms 
= upon by the commission, and 

rvey B. Hurd of Chicago the com- 

iler of the last official revision of the 
tatutes of Illinois will present his views 
on the subject. 

Mr. Matheny the treasurer reported 
the association in a very satisfactory 
financial condition with no liabiilties and 
a handsome cash balance in the treasury. 


IOWA. 


The lawyers of Sioux City have decid- 
ed upon a public law library for the use 
of members of the bar in this vicinity. 
It is to be a stock concern, all share- 
holders to be lawyers, and they are to 
pay in cash or law books $50 per share. 
In addition they will pay dues each 
month, the surplus thus obtained to be 

in procuring new volumes and 
keeping up the library. Provision has 
been made to place the library for the 
present in the Federal building, where 
there is a large vacant court room. 
Nearly all of the law firms in the city 
have agreed to subscribe liberally to the 
stock, and the library will contain about 
3,000 volumes when it is first opened, 
which will be within a month. 

Members of the Sioux City Bar Asso- 
ciation will have the privilege of using 
the books at any time and taking them 
out for use in court only. But at all 
other times they must be left in the 
library. Other lawyers not members of 
the association will be allowed to use 
the books by paying a stated fee, to be 
settled later. Out-of-town lawyers en- 
gaged in the trial of cases may use the 
books free, but otherwise they will have 


ae: MAINE 


There was a meeting of the Aroostook 
Bar Association, on the evening of Mon- 
day, April 30th, to see what action 
should be taken in regard to F. M. 
York, a member of the association, 
againts whom four indictments were 
brought by the Grand jury. A commit- 
tee of three was appointed to investi- 
gate the charges and, if the circumstance 
warranted it, petition the Supreme Court 
to disbar Mr. York from further prac- 
tice. 

The report of the committee appointed 
by the Maine State Par Association on 
Feb. 8, 1899, ‘‘to draft a bill along the 
line of the President’s address,’’ in rela- 
tion to changes as to the holding of the 
terms of the law court has been printed. 
The report will go before the next ses- 
sion of the Legislature and will be 
further acted upon at an adjourned 
meeting of the bar association which 
will be held in Portland on Monday, 
July 16. 

The report recommends the change of 
practically the whole of Chapter 77 of 
the revised statutes of Maine which deals 
with our judicial system. It aims to 
change the terms of the law court so as 
to give a mid-winter term, and to hold 
the summer terms at an earlier date. 
Under the new plan for the purposes of 
the law court the State is to be made 
into one district, instead of three as is 
now the case. The changes in the dates 
of holding the terms of the law court 


will require changes in nisi prius terms 
in several counties, and a schedule of 
such changes is contained in the report. 

The committee who drafted the report 
is composed of Hon. Charles F. Libby of 
Portland and Hon. H. M. Heath, and 
Hon. W. S. Choate of Augusta. 

A special committee of one from each 
county has been appointed to ascertain 
the sentiment of the members of the bar 
in their respective localities, to confer 
with the court and report at the meet- 
ing to be held on July 16th. The special 
committee is as follows: 

John. A. Morrill, Androscoggin ; 
George H. Smith, Aroostook; F. F. 
Timberlake? Franklin; ©. F. Libby, 
Cumberland; O. F. Fellows, Hancock ; 
W. S. Choate, Kennebec; A. S. Little- 
field, Knox; O. D. Castner, Lincoln; J. 
S. Wright, Oxford; F. Appleton, 
Penobscot; Henry Hudson, Piscataquis ; 
Frank E. Southard, Sagasahoc; E. N. 
Merrill, Somerset; . F. Dunton, 
Waldo; F. I. Campbell, Washington; G. 
F. Haley, York. 

The twenty-third quarterly meeting of 
the Lawrence equitable co-operative 
society was held on the night of Anril 
26th, at the store, 206 Essex street, 
President Fred Greenwood presiding. 

The annual statement of the directors 
was submitted. The quarter’s business 
amounted to $13,048.30. For this 
amount $11,352 members’ and $10 non- 
members’ checks were returned. A net 
profit of $862.39 was made, of which a 
seven per cent. dividend amounting to 
$794.64 was declared and $79.02 added to 
the sinking fund. 

The membership of the society is now 
989. The directors are as follows: Fred 
Greenwood, president; P. J. Conlon, 
Ed. Wade, J. F. McQueeny, Charles 
Howarth, A. B. Graham, John D. 
Murphy, Peter Edmonds, John Halstead, 
Louis Hyde; A. N. Phillps, treasurer; 
F. O. Barton, clerk; Messrs. Wade and 
McQueeny were re elected. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

The Newburyport Bar Association held 
a@ meeting on the afternoon of Saturday, 
May 5, at the office of D. P. Page, on 
State street, to take action on the death 
of Judge John N. Pike. There were 
present Messrs. N. N. Jones, Horace IL. 
Bartlett, Charles C. Dame, J:hn ©. M. 
Bayley, Edmund S. Spalding E. F. 
Bartlett, David P. Page. 

The meeting was called to order and 
presided over by N. N. Jones, and 
David P. Page acted as secretary. 

Edmund §8. Spalding, John C. M. Bay- 
ley, and E. F. Bartlett were chosen a 
committee to draw up a set of resolu- 
tions, and report at a meeting of the bar 
next civil court day. 

There was dignity and wit at the four- 
teenth annnal meeting of the Norfolk 
Bar Association, held on the evening of 
May 10th, at the hotel Thorndike. 
Judge F. D. Ely presided over the 38 
members who were present. 

The evening was devoted almost 
wholly to social topics, theugh addresses 
of interest were delivered by Mr. James 
R. Dunbar, formerly a judge in the 
Superior Court, and by Mr. James E. 
Cotter. Good fellowship and devotion 
to their chosen profession marked the 
session. 

The committee having in charge the 
dinner was Henry F. Buswell, Oscar A. 
Marden, Asa P. French, Geor, K. 
Clarke, and J. P. 8. Churchill, . E. 
S. Fellows acted as secretary. 

A meeting of the members of the 





Berkshire bar was held in North Adams 








—aaeee ind —=—= 
and a Lawyers’ Protective A; 
organized. The following officers w 
chosen; N. H. Bibxy, president: PF ht 
B. Munson, secretary; Edwin M. fF 
treasurer. The object for this organ; 
tion is the mutual benefit of the mem. 


rs. 

One of the first works of the new or. 
ganization will be the establishment of 
a rate schedule. Heretofore the lq 
have had a schedule, but it was that of 
the northern Berkshire association ot 
North Adams. This was established 
when there was no district court. in this 
town, and the cases were all heard in 
the North Adams court. During th 
past few months it has been thought 
best to have an organization of the king 
here, and while its members are stil} , 
part of the North Berkshire association 
they will not be as closely bound ag 
before. 


MISSOURI. 


The eighteenth annual meeting of the 
Missouri Bar Association was held at 
Kansas City on May 8rd and 4th, with 
over 100 visiting judges and lawyers, 
and a large number of the members of 
the local bench and bar in attendance, 
Henry D. Ashley, president of the Kap. 
sas City Bar Association, delivered the 
welcoming address and was followed by 
George Robertson of Mexico, president 
of the State Association, who delivered 
his annual address. 


The morning session was largely de- 
voted to routine business, and the meet. 
ing in the afternoon was short, owing 
to the unavoidable absence through ill. 
ness of Charles Claflin Allen of &¢. 
Louis, who was to read a paper on 
‘*Federal Control of Trusts.’’ The see. 
retary was instructed to obtain a copy 
of the paper and to have it included in 
the printed record of the transactions of 
the association. F. L. Schofield of Han- 
nibal read a paper on ‘‘Office Functions 
and Practice Before Masters in Chan- 

When the afternoon meeting adjourned 
the visiting attornneys were invited to 
drive out to the Country Club, as the 
guests of the Kansas City Bar Associa- 
tion. In the evening the visitors were 
the guests of honor at the last regular 
meeting for the year of the Kansas City 
Bar Association in the Commercial club- 
rooms. At this meeting Justice W. C. 
Marshall of the Supreme Court delivered 
an address on ‘‘How the Supreme Court 
Can Catch Up With Its Docket.’’ After- 
wards a social session was held. 


The second and closing day’s session 
of the Missouri Bar Association was 
held in the Lyceum hall. There wasa 
much larger attendance than on the first 
day. The most interesting business was 
the election of officers, which resulted as 
follows : 


Jos. J. Russell, Charleston, president; 
all circuit judges, vice-presidents of each 
judicial district, except in the Sixteenth 
district (Kansas City) and the Eighth 
district (St. Louis), where Judge E. P. 
Gates and Judge Jacob Klein were 
elected respectively ; C. F. Gallenkamp, 
Union, secretary ; North T. Gentry, Col- 
umbia, treasurer; executive committee, 
Judge Selden P. Spencer, St. Louis; 
Judge N. M. Givan, Harrisonville, and 
Gardiner Lathrop, Kansas City. 

A special committee consisting of 
Judge Selden P. Spencer, Ed. Silver and 


Clarence Palmer was appointed to nomi- 
nate the general council, consisting of 
one member from each judicial district 





in the 
selected : 


state. The following were 
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First, E. R. McKee, Memphis ; second, 
¢. Storm, Kirksville; third, Homer 

Trenton ; fourth, T.C. Dungar, Ore- 
“ty fifth, Joel Funkhauser, Plattsburg ; 
gixth, James F. Pitts, St. Joseph; 
gventh, O. J. Chapman, Breckenridge ; 
eighth, E. A. Rozier, St. Louis; ninth, 
D. H. Harris, Fulton; tenth, F. L. 
Schofield, Hannibal; eleventh, George 
Robertson, Mexico; twelfth, James L. 
Minnis, Carrollton; thirteenth, Charles 

. Gallenkamp, Union; fourteenth, W. 
M. Williams, Boonville; fifteenth, Rich- 
ard Field, Lexington; sixteenth, Alex- 
ander New, Kansas city; seventeenth, 
R T. Railey, Harrisonville; eighteenth, 

s Cox, Bolivar; nineteenth, T. M. 
Jones, Rolla; twentieth, W. N. Evans, 
West Plains; twenty-first, J. J. Green, 
De Soto; twenty-second, T. R. R. Ely, 
Kennett; twenty-third, Thomas A. 
Sherwood; Springfield; twenty-fourth, 
EB. J. White, Aurora; twenty-fifth, O. 
W. Killam, Joplin; twenty-sixth, B. G. 
Thurman, Lamar; twenty-seventh, M. 
Whybark, Marble Hill; twenty-eighth, 
W. H. Miller, Jackson; twenty ninth, 
Peyton Parks, Olinton; thirtieth, Henry 
lamm, Sedalia. 

Ex-Governor T. T. Crittenden in an 
eulogistic and touching address presented 
to the state association the resolutions 
adopted by the Kans.is City Bar Associa- 
tion on the death of the tate John R. 
Walker. The resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted. 

Judge Selden P. Spencer, of St. Louis, 
introduced a resolution indorsing the 
World’s Fair of St. Louis in 1903. The 
president was instructed to nominate a 
delegate to the meeting of the American 
Bar Association, to be held in the fall. 
Two delegates from Missouri will attend 
the convention, the retiring president, 
George Robertson, of Mexico, being one 
by virtue of his office in the association. 

A number of interesting addresses and 
papers were given. 

The annual address was delivered by 
Judge U. M. Rose, of Little Rock, Ark., 
who took ‘‘Trial By Jury in France,’’ 
as his subject. He said in part: 

Trial by jury, as we all know, is of 
great antiquity. Under different forms 
it has found a place among many races 
of peoples. It was not unknown to the 
Normans, but it took no root in the 
French soil. As it exists now in France, 
it is an exotic borrowed consciously and 
directly from England, where it has been 
domiciled, has prospered and bore fruit 
for centuries. 

The French law does not require that 
jurors shall render any account of the 
methods by which they reach a conclu- 
sion, prescribes no rules upon which 
must depend the amount or sufficiency 
of the evidence; it requires that they 
shall examine themselves thoroughly and 
seriously, seeking in the sincerity of 
their consciences what impression the 
evidence, both for the prosecution and 
for the defense has made in their minds. 
The law does not say to them, ‘‘ You 
shall take for true what is proved by a 
certain number of witnesses,’’ nor, 
“You shall not regard as sufficiently 
proved anything not based on written 
documents or on the testimony of so 
many indications.’’ The law only asks 
them this single question: ‘‘Have you a 
sincere personal conviction?’’ 

It must be borne in mind that the de- 
liberations of the jurors must relate 
solely to the indictment; jurors must fix 
their attention on the facts charged in 
it, and which relate to them, and they 
will fail in their highest duty if they 


have on the accused. Their mission 
has for its object neither the prosecution 
or punishment of crime; they are called 
on only to decide whether the accused is 
guilty of the crime with which he is 
charged. 

If, in seclusion, the jury need any 
more light, they send for the president 
of the court, who goes into their room 
for consultation. Seven jurors are suf- 
ficient to convict. If they are evenly 
divided the defendant stand acquitted. 
A hung jury is impossible. Verdicts in 
France are practically final unless for 
some incurable defect of form or juris- 
diction, in which case an appeal is 
allowed. 


At the afternoon session a feature was 
a paper read by F. F. Rozzelle on 
Special Chartered Cities and the Su- 
preme Court,’’ and Henry Lamm, of 
Sedalia, Mo., read an interesting paper 
on ‘‘Municipal Franchises and Cities of 
the third Class.’’ 

The eighteenth annual meeting of the 
Mis-ouri Bar Association came to a close 
with a banquet at the Midland hotel. 
The retiring president, George Robert- 
son, was toastmaster, and about 100 
members of the local bar and visiting law- 
yers and judges were present. 

At the outset Toatsmaster Robertson 
announced that it had been decided to 
establish a limit of five minutes to each 
speaker and that anyone exceeding that 
time would be liable to a call to order 
couched in the immortal language of the 
remark which one governor of a South- 
ern state is reported to have made ad- 


dressed to the chief executive of another 
state. 

J. J. Russell, of Charleston, and the 
newly elected president of the associa- 
tion, was the first speaker. He was 


asked to tell those present something of 
the peculiarities of law in Southeast 
Missouri. ‘‘The great characterisic of a 


Southeast Missouri lawyer,’’ he said, 
‘‘is the way in which he sticks toa 
client. He sticks to him during the trial 


of a case and after the trial he sticks to 
him, still closer trying to collect his bill. 
Another characteristic is that all South- 


east Missouri lawyers are respectable. 
There are ten counties down in that 
corner of the state and about twenty 


lawyers to each county. All of them are 
respectable but one. I will not, out of 
consideration for present company, men- 
tion any naues. Another peculiarity is 
that a Southeast Missouri lawyer takes 
great interest in politics. He is very 
successful as a rule in getting the nomi- 
nation for office, but as far as I recol- 
lect, he has never succeeded in being 
elected. As a final peculiarity of the 
legal lights of the section of the state I 
will say that the Southeast Missouri 
lawyer takes a larger drink than the 
average lawyer and takes it oftener.’’ 
Judge Selden P. Spencer was next 
called upon to tell those present how he 
came to leave St. Louis at a time when 
the governor was entertaining Admiral 
Dewey. ‘‘I easily made arrangements 
with the governor to be absent,’’ he 
sail. ‘‘The more easily because the 
guvernor is counting very largely upon 
lawyers from the interior of the state 
furishing all the entertainment neces- 
sary. There is one thing, however, 
which I wish to impress upon you and 
to ask you to never lose sight of and 
that is that in 1903 St. Louis is to hold 
a great world’s fair in commemoration 
of the centennial anniversary of the 
Louisiana purchased. I want to extend 
to you alla most cordial invitation to 


the Missouri Bar Association there that 
year. %” 

Toastmaster Robertson then suggested 
that it might be advisable to get the St. 
Louis world’s fair matter disposed of 
once and called upon E. T. Rozier, of 
that town, to ease his mind by adding 
his invitation to that extended by Judge 
Spencer. 

E. A. Krauthoff followed with several 
amusing anecdotes of his experiencces 
with the Supreme Court which were 
heartily appreciated by all and especially 
by Judge Marshall. He was followed by 
Professor John D. Lawson, of the state 
university, who related some of his ex- 
periences as a teacher of law. North I. 
Gentry, of Columbia, Mo., candidate 
for judge of the Court of Appeals, spoke 
on the trials of a young lawyer on first 
engaging in the practice of jaw and H. 
L. McCune made an address on behalf 
of the absent members of the Kansas 
City Bar Association. 

Mr. McCune’s speech was announced 
as the closing one of the evening, but 
those present refused to accept it as 
such, and insisted, in turn, on a few re- 
marks from Frank Titus, Judge Mar- 
shall, and Judge Rose. Each responded 
briefly, but in a very happy vein. 

Among those present were: George 
Robertson, Charleston; U. M. Rose, 
Little Rock; Joseph J. Russell, Charles- 
ton; H. C. Marshall, Jefferson City; W. 
M. Williams, Boonville; Seldon P. 
Spencer, St. Louis; E. A. Rozier, St. 
Lonis; F. L. Schofield, Hannibal; J. D. 
Lawson, Columbia; Henry Larson, Se- 
dalia; Geo. A. Mahan, Hannibal; C. F. 
Gallenkamp, Union; North T. Gentry, 
Columbia; William Rose, Independence. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Another meeting of a special commit- 
tee of the New Jersey State Bar Asso- 
ciation having in charge the preparation 
of proposed amendments to the State 
Constitution, which will make changes 
in the judiciary, was held recently at.- 
the Hamilton Club in Paterson. 

There was a long informal discussion 
of the Common Pleas Court procedure of 
the past and present, with suggestions 
to what it should be in the fature. No 
definite conclusion was reached, though 
the consensus of opinion was that all 
provisions relating to the construction of 
that court should be stricken from the 
Constitution, so that it would be en- 
tirely in the hands of the Legislature. 

At present the Constitution provides 
for one Common Pleas Judge in each 
county, and at the same time the Legis- 
lature has power to change the construc- 
tion of the court. Therefore the consti- 
tutional provision is regarded as partly 
superfluous. 

It is proposed so to change the present 
arrangement that in large counties, like 
Essex and Hudson, two Common Pleas 
Judges may be appointed when the busi- 
ness of that court warrants such action, 
a condition which it is believed will 
exist before long in both Essex and Hud- 
son. It is also proposed to arrange so 
that in the opposite_contingency, where 
there is practically little Common Pleas 
work in a county, one judge can handle 
the business of two counties and thus 
equalize the Common Pleas construction 
and procedure throughout the State. 

The Jersey City Law Library isin 
danger. The indifference of the younger 
members of the bar, and the rapid pass- 
ing of the older members to the silent 
majority has left it in a bad condition. 

So little support has it received in the 
last few years and so few are the mem- 








refiect on the reasons for the criminal 
laws, or the effect that their finding will 
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tion, that there is serious talk among 
those who founded the library and have 
always been its principal supporters, of 
giving it up altoghether and donating 
the books to the the free Public Library 
of Jersey City in the hope that the Free 
Public Library Trustees will add to it 
from year to year and keep it up to date 
and complete in the reports of all the 
states, a thing which, under xisting 
circumstances, it is impossible to do. 


The Jersey City Law Library is the 
second largest in New Jersey, only the 
State Library at Trenton excelling it. 
In spite of the exceptional opportunities 
it offers to the lawyers of Hudson County 
for reading up on their cases, it is only 
patronized by a small number of practi- 
tioners. 


In Atlantic City next June, the New 
Jersey State Bar Association, will have 
its annual meeting. Reports of various 
officers and committees will be received, 
officers will be elected for the ensuing 
year, new members will be received and 
considerable routine business will be 
transacted. 


Besides the reports of standing com- 
mittees several special committees will 
make known at this meeting the result 
of their labors. One of these commit- 
tees, consisting of three members will 
present for the approval of the associa- 
tion a memorial of Messrs. Stockton and 
Hobart, and will probably include Chan- 
cellor McGill, whose death has occurred 
since the appointment of the committee. 

One of the most important reports to 
be received by the association will be 
that of the special committee on judici- 
ary, of which Judge J. Franklin Fort, 
is chairman. Several meetings of the 
committee have been held and the con- 
struction and procedure of the Court of 
Errors and Appeals, the Chancery and 
Common Pleas Courts, have been gone 
over. Other branches of the State 
judiciary will be taken up, and when the 
association meets the committee will 
submit for its approval several proposed 
amendments to the State Constitution, 
which, if voted upon, and passed ‘in 
1902, will make several important and 
much needed changes in the system of 
legal procedure in New Jersey. 

After its business has been disposed of 
the association members will dine and 
listen to some speeches. The address of 
the day will be made by Chief Justice 
Parker, of the Court of Errors and Ap- 
peals of New York, and short talks will 
be made by others. 

With this feature of the proceedings 
will end the first annual meeting of the 
New Jersey State Bar Association, 
which was formerly organized at a meet- 
ing held in Haddon Hall, Atlantic City, 
on June 16 of last year. That meeting 
was the result of a call sent out by the 
Camden Bar Association for *the purpose 
of forming a State organization. The 
result was the incorporation of the asso- 
ciation the next day with seventy-four 
charter members, and these officers: 
President, Attorney General Samuel H. 
Grey; rst vice-president, Judge J. 
Franklin Fort of Newark; second vice- 
president, David J. Pancoast, of Cam- 
den; third vice-president, Judge Robert 
S. Woodruff, of Trenton; treasurer, 
Charles C. Black, of Jersey City; secre- 
ary, Albert ©. Wall, of Jersey City; 
trustees, Samuel H. Grey, J. Franklin 
Fort, David J. Pancoast, Robert S. 
Woodruff, Albert C. Wall, Charles C. 
Black, Charles A. Reed, Robert H. Mc. 
Carter, Francis Scott, Richard S. Kuhl, 
Edward 8S. Atwater, David O. Watkins, 





Joseph Thompson, J. Kearney Rice, and 
James 8S. Erwin. 


NEW YORK. 


A large number of lawyers of the Al- 
bany bar met in the office of Harris & 
Rudd on the afternoon of May Sth to 
effect the organization of the Albany 
Connty Bar Association J. C. E. Scott, 
presided. Committees were appointed 
on organization and incorporation; con- 
stitution and by-laws, and a third to 
nominate officers. Adjournment was 
taken subject to the call of the chair. 

At a recent meeting of the Yates 
County Bar Association, held in the 
office of M. A. Leary, the committee on 
resolutions presented a memorial upon 
the death of William D. Dwelle, which 
was ordered spread upon the minutes, 
and which will be presented at the next 
terms of County and Supreme Courts 
held here, with the request that they be 
made a part of their records. After the 
reading of the resolutions the associa- 
tion proceeded with the election of 
officers for the ensuing year, with the 
following result: President, John H. 
Butler, Penn Yan; vice-president, Henry 
C. Harpending, Dundee; secretary, Geo. 
S. Sheppard, Penn Yan; treasurer, J. 
Frank Douglass, Pean Yan. 

A meeting of the Monroe county bar, 
was held in the Trial Term room at the 
Court House, at 4:30 o’clock, on the 
afternoon of April 23rd. The meeting 
was called to order by Heman W. Mor- 
ris, who nominated Justice Duvy as the 
presiding officer. Horace G. Pierce was 
chosen secretary, and on motion of Judge 
Benton, a committee of six was chosen 
to prepare a fitting memorial. This 
committee consisted of Judge Benton, 
William F. Cogswell, Charles S. Baker, 
Sardius D. Bentley, Henry M. Hill, and 
Chas. M. Williams. The following mem- 
orial was prepared and adopted : 

The bar of Monrve county brings its 
tribute to the memory of Judge W. D. 
Shuart. 

Born August 11, 1827, died April 22, 
1900,. A faithfol counsellor, loyal 
soldier and just judge, he filled each 
station and discharged every duty, 
rounding out more than half a century 
of usefulness and service. 

By birth and residence he was a life- 
long citizen of Monroe county. No man 
was more’ widely known, and every 
acquaintance was his friend. Of polish- 
ed courtesy, winsome manner, sym- 
pathetic yet strong, be so realized the 
ideal surrogate that his administration 
of that office became the model and the 
emulation of his successors. He keenly 
appreciated the relation of trust that 
should exist between attorney and client, 
and served with an eye single to the 
rights and interests of those so fortunate 
as to be his clients. 

Viewing his character in its complete- 
ness, his work in its variety, his rela- 
tions with his fellows in their complex- 
ity, we gratefully say of him, ‘‘ Well 
done. ”’ 

We sympathize profoundly with his 
frmily who now so deeply mourn; yet 
there is comfort in the assurance that 
the world is better for his life, and its 
usefulness is not ended by this death. 

Hon. John Van Voorhis, Hon. A. J. 
Adlington, Hon. Nathaniel Foote, Hon. 
P. B. Hulett, H. Morris, E. B. 
Flenner, O. R. King, H. W. Conklin, 
Adelbert Cronise, and H. H. Woodward, 
were appointed a committee to attend 
the funeral services. Remarks were 
made by Mr. Van Voorhis, George 
Raines, Judge Hulett, and O. H. Stevens, 
Judge Benton was appointed a commit 





—————== 
tee to present the resolutions of the 
Appeliate Division, and Judge Suther. 
land to make a similar presentation 4, 
the Appellate Oourt. 4 

A largely attended meeting of the 
of Jamestown of the city was held re. 
cently at the offices of Stevens & Peter, 
son, ‘to take action concerning the death 
of the late Edward R. Bootey. On mo. 
tion of Judge Fisher, James I. Fowler 
Esq., was made chairman of the meet. 
ing and Frank W. Stevens appointed 
secretary. 

Addresses commemorative of Mr 
Bootey were made by Messrs. Fowler, 
Hazeltine, Fisher, Lockwood, Weeks 
Wade, Green and Hetfield. All spoke jp 
the highest terms of Mr. Bootey’s jp. 
tegrity, character, kindness to his aggo. 
ciates, and vigor and energy as a trial 
lawyer. 

A committee consisting of Messrs. 
Fowler, Hazeltine, Wooodbury and 
Fisher was appointed to draft a memorial 
expressive of the feeling of the meeting, 
Messrs. ©. A. Pickard, Jude and 
Wheeler were appointed a committee to 
procure a floral piece, and it was resolved 
to attend the funeral of the deceased 
in a body. Messrs. Green and Weeks 
were also ee a committee to call 
a meeting of the bar of the county the 
first day of the coming term of court, to 
take action commemorative of Mr. 
Bootey. The meeting then adjourned. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Greensburg, Pa., April 26.—The sevond 
annual banquet of the Westmoreland 
Law association, was held to night in 
Armory hall. Over 100 members of the 
local bar, with a few invited guests, 
were present. Music was furnished by 
a Pittsburg orchestra. Toasts were re. 
sponded to by John F. Wentling, Sr., 
Cyrus E. Woods, Richard Coulter, Jr., 
John B. Head, Edward B. McCormick, 
and others. 

Hon. Robert Snodgrass was toastmas- 
ter at the banquet held recently at the 
Harrisburg club by the Dauphin county 
bar association. The speakers of the 
evening and the toasts responded to were 
as follows: ‘‘The Dauphin County 
Court,’’ by President Judge John W. 
Simonton ; Temporis Acti by Judge John 
B. McPherson ; ‘‘Our Guests,’’ ex-Judge 
Henderson ; ‘‘The Trial Lawyer,’’ Hon. 
Lyman D. Gilbert ‘‘The Advocate,’’ Mr. 
James Lamberton; ‘‘The Junior Bar,’’ 
Mr. John T. Brady. The invited guests 
were: Hon. John W. Simonton, presi- 
dent judge of the court; Hon. John 
H. Weiss, judge of the Dauphin court; 
Hon. John B. McPherson, judge of the 
United States district court, of Philadel- 
phia, and former additional law judge 
of this county, and Hon. Robert Hen- 
derson, of Carlisle, formerly on the bench 
of Dauphin. 


VIRGINIA. 


The Virginia State Bar Association 
will hold its twelfth annual meeting 
this year on the seashore, either at Old 
Point or at Virginia Beach. No choice 
has yet been made between these two 
places, but the time has been fixed and 
the meeting will be held on the 10th 
lith and 12th of July. 

Judge William J. Leake, of the well 
known firm of Leake & Carter, of Rich- 
mond, was elected president at the last 
annual meeting, but has been compelled 
to resign the office on account of ill 
health. He has had several severe at- 
tacks “re | the winter, and though he 
is now at his office every day, he con- 
templates travelling this summer and 
will probably not be present at the meet 
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this announcement will be re- 
jn with regret by the members of the 

« ‘ation. The Executive Committee 

gnanimously elected Hon. William 

4, Anderson, one of the vice-presidents, 
to succeed Judge Leake. Mr. Anderson 
is from Lexington, Va., and is one of 
the best known members of the bar in 
the State. , : 

The annual address will be delivered 
by Hon. Charles Noble G ry, Dean 
if the Law School of the Univeristy of 
Wisconsin. 

Major Charles M. Blackford of Lynch- 
parg, a former president of the Virginia 
State Bar Association will deliver an 
address on & subject of interest, which 
will be announced hereafter; and papers 
will also be read_by Hon. R. T. Irvine, 
of Big Stone Gap, and Hon. J. Allen 
Watts, of Roanoke. 

PHILLiIPINE ISLANDS. 

* The Bar Association, originated by the 
‘‘merican lawyers in Manila, met on 
Apnl 24th. The meeting was called to 
onder by X. N. Steeves, the chairman, 
promtly at 8 o'clock. The secretary, 
N. 0. Byers, then read the report of the 
committee on the object of the associa- 
tion, Which on motion was unanimously 
adopted. f 

e communication of President Arel- 
lano, chief justice of the Supreme Court 
of Manila was next considered, and 
owing to the great importance of the 
matter involved therein, further consid- 
eration of it was postponed until the 
next meeting of the association, with 
instructions to the chairman and secre- 

to acknowledge the communication 
on behalf of the association. 

A motion was then made and carried, 
that the chair appoint a committee to 
draft a constitution, and thereupon 
Messrs. Montagne, Vale, “ohn, Gibbs, 
and Hargis, were appointed as such com- 
nittee. 

The association then entered into a 
general discussion of the evils of exist- 
ing procedure in courts under Spanish 
law. The bar appears unanimous in the 
opinion that the sooner these evils which 
tend more to delay justice than to pro- 
mote it, are remedied the better it will 
be for the people of these islands. They 
are pleased to know that the military 
governor appreciates these evils and is 
moving toward a speedy remedy. No 
donbt the government will act wisely 
and well in the matter and to such end 
it will have the full support of every 
American lawyer here. 

CANADA. 


Montreal, Can., May 2, 1900.—It was 
almost seven o'clock last evening when 
the scrutineers completed their work and 
made known the result of the keen con- 
test in the election of the officers of the 
bar for this district. The election was 
conducted on a decidedly political basis, 
but the determination of the majority of 
the English-speaking members to dis- 
countenance such proceeding and pre- 
serve the time-honored custom of a 
second term, brought on the result ob- 
tained, although the Conservatives were 
in the majority. 

In all, 409 votes were polled, a number 
far exceeding the largest hitherto re- 
corded. Of these 213 were registered for 
Mr. Madore, and 196 for his opponent, 
Mr. Bisaillon. 

The other elections resulted as fol- 
lows: 

For Syndic, Mr. 


—- 


Eugene Lafontaine, 


by a majority of three votes. 


the scrutineers, the meeting dispersed. 


** Council—Messrs.*"D. Macmaster,"Q.C., 

212 votes; L. T. Marshal, 204 votes; F. 

de S. Rastien, 208 votes; Thomas Fortin. 

202 votes; E. B. Busteed, Q. C., 202 

vote ;s N. Charbonneau, 196 votes; R. C. 

Smith, 198 votes; L. P. Brodeur, 189° 
votes. 

Mr. W. J. White was re-elected treas- 

urer by acclamation. 

From a political point of view, the 
new council is equally divided. 

After the results of the elections were 
made known, short speeches were made 
by the Batonnier, the Syndic, the secre- 
tary and the treasurer. Mr. Joseph 
Martel, an old advocate from the district 
of Joliette, complained of the undignified 
nature of the proceedings and of the 
lack of courtesy towards the members of 
the county districts. He expres:ed the 
hope that next year each of the rural 
districts would have a representative in 
the council. 

Mr. White suggested that, since it 
seemed to be the intention to introduce 
politics in their elections, the best thing 
to do would perhaps be for each party to 
nominate one half of the officers, who 
would then be elected by calamation. 

A vote of thanks having been tendered 
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PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


(Attorneys are requested to send notices of 
change of address, organization and dissolution 
of partnership, etc., for insertion No charge 
is made.—Ed.) 








NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 


Bridgeport.—Samuel ©. Shaw and Ed- 
ward K. Nicholson have formed a part- 


nership under the name of Shaw & 
Nicholson, with offices on the third floor 
of the Sanford building. 

Bristol.—Much interest has been mani- 
fested as to the probable successor to the 
late J. J. Jennings in the firm of Newell 
& Jennings. Roger S. Newell will con- 
tinue the business of the firm and no 
new partnership will be formed. How- 
ever, Attorney T. Hart Anderson, of 
Boston, will assist Mr. Newell in the 
prosecution of the patent claims of which 
Mr. Jennings in his life made a specialty. 
He will divide his time between business 
in Boston and Bristol. 

Greenwich.—Jeremiah Tierney has re- 
moved his office from the Daly building, 
corner of Railroad and Greenwich 
avenues back to the J. L. Mead building, 
corner of Greenwich and Putnam 


avenues. 
MAINE. 
Bucksport.—O. F. Fellows has been 
admitted to practice before the U. S. 
Circuit Court. 
Jay.—B. Emery Pratt of Phillips has 
moved here and opened an office in the 
Thompson building. 


Skowhegan.—Harold J. Phillips, who 
the law 
school at the University of Maine, has 


has recently returned from 


opened an office in Room 2, Milburn 
block. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Boston.—Mr. Bancroft announces the 


removal of his office to Room 61, Fiske 


building, State street. 


Boston.—O. H. Carpenter, formerly of 
Malden has opened offices at 53 Tremont 


street, Rooms 6 and 7. 


Gardner.—The firm of Pierce & Stiles 





For secretary, Mr. M. E. Brossard, 141 
votes 
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of E. P. Pierce, of Fitchburg, as judge 
in the Superior Court. Mr. Stiles will 
continue the office in Fitchburg under 
the management of A. Z. Goodfellow, 
but devotes, as heretofore, the most of 
his time to his Gardner office. 

Readville.—Henry M. Dean has opened 
an office in Stevens Block, corner of 
Milton street and Hyde Park avenue. 

Springfield.—Representative Wilmore 
B. Stone has moved his office to Union 
block, corner of Harrison avenue. 

Worcester.—Stephen F. Littleton and 
Michael J. Layden have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Littleton 
& Leyden. They will occupy the offices 
in the Walker building, formerly ten- 
anted by Sheehan & Cutting. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Lebanon.—Clarence Hibbard, late of 
Lisbon has opened an office here. 
Nashua.—H. P. Greeley has opened 
an office here in Goodrich block. 


VERMONT. 

Middlebury.—William H. Button has 
removed to New York city to engage in 
the practice of law. Some little time 
ago his brother and partner, Fred d. 
Button, moved to Rutland and the two 
removals operate a practical dissolution 
of the firm. 

Middlebury.—State’s Attorney James 
B. Donoway has moved his office into 
the room formerly occupied by Britton 

Brothers in the Battell block. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES. 
NEW YORK. 

Albany.—Messrs. L. & J. M. Lawson, 
one of the oldest firms in Albany, who 
have occupied offices at 37 Maiden Lane 
for the past 25 years, have removed to 
Rooms 42 and 43 Tweddle building. 

Albany.—The firm of Messrs. Bailey & 
Dugan have removed their office to the 
Albany Insurance company’s new build- 
ing at 93 State street. 

Attica.—Charles B. Prescott and 
Charles F. Wilkie, young attorneys of 
Attica, have formed a partnership. 

Aubarn.—The firm of Dayton & 
Woodin, com of Harry T. 





has been dissolved since the appointment 
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partnership. The former’s official duties 
as district attorney consume so much of 
his time as to make it for the best in- 
terests of both members of the firm to 
separate. Mr. Dayton’s office will here- 
after be at the court house while Mr. 
Woodin will continue in the present 
suite of offices in the Flint block. The 
latter will also retain the services of 
Stuart R. Treat. 


Buffalo.—There has been a good deal 
of speculation as to whether the firm of 
s, Locke & Milburn would be 
changed very materially, now that the 
senior member has ed away. But 
Messrs. Locke and Milburn have an- 
nounced that they will continue as part- 
ners retaining the old firm name of 
Rogers, Locke & Milburn. 

The firm of Strebel & Oorey it is 
learned, has admitted two of its junior 
graduates as partners. The additions to 
the firm are William F. Wirling and 
John J. Sullivan. 


Canastota.—A. O. Briggs and D. F. 
Wallace have formed a partnership and 
will practice law under the firm name 
of Briggs & Wallace. The office of the 
new firm will be in the De Lano. 
building. 

Hudson.—A new firm has been organ- 
ized at Hudson. It is composed of J. 
Rider Cady, Erza D. DeLamater, and 
Allen W. Corwin, and the firm will be 
known as Cady, DeLamater & Corwin. 


Jamestown.—A partnership has been 
formed by J. A. Perkins formerly of 
Brocton, and D. H. McMaster. 


Ogdensburg.—A partnership has been 
formed by Louis Hasbrouck and Edward 
P. Lynch, both of Ogdensburg, under 
the firm name of Hasbrouck & Lynch. 


Pine Hill.—Marshall Dean of Mar- 
garetville, has opened a branch office at 
Pine Hill. 

Rome.—Special Surrogate Willis W. 
Byam, who for some time has had his 
office with H. ©. Wiggins has opened 
an office of his own at 103 W. Dominick 
street. 


Troy.—A copartnership has been 
formed by: Philip Keck and James 
Rodgers and hereafter the firm name 
will be Keck & Rodgers. 


Troy.—The firm of Norton & Galvin, 
consisting of John T. Norton and 
Thomas F. Galvin has been dissolved. 
Mr. Norton will retain the old offices, 
83 Third street, and Mr. Galvin has not 
determined upon a location, but may 
open an office in the Ilium bnilding 
when it is completed. 


Utica.—A new firm has come into 
existence in this city under the name 
and style of Lewis, Watkins & Titus. 
The members are W. E. Lewis, Thomas 
D. Watkins, and Charles T. Titus. 
They will continue in the offices now 
occupied by Lewis & Watkins in the 
Martin building. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Chester.—W. H. Ridley of Media, has 
opened an office in Chester. He is 
located on the second floor of the Volk- 
hart building, No. 510 Market street. 


Chester.—Edwin A. Howell, has re- 
moved from his office in the Anderson 
building to rooms Nos. 27, 28, and 29, 
of the Cambridge building, at Fifth and 
Market streets. 


McKeesport.—B.° W. Oarpenter, a new 
attorney has located here and and taken 


desk room in John W. Stewart’s office 
on Walnut street. 





Scranton.—Attorney J. Elliott Ross 
has moved his offices to the second floor 
of the Connell building. 

Wilkes-Barre.—Mayor F. M. Nichols 
has opened a suite of offices in the Ben- 
nett building, and wil) hereafter devote 
the greater part of his time to the law, 
which was his vocation before he become 
the city’s chief executive. M. Nichols 
has associated with him John H. Dando, 
a well known young attorney. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
GEORGIA. 
Atlanta.—Govenor .Candler has ap- 
— as judge of the city court of 
attnall county, M. P. W. Williams. 
At a recent session of the grand jury 
of Tattnall county the city court was 
recommended, and it became the gover- 
nor’s duty to appoint a judge. . 
Mr. Williams was former state senator 
from the First, or Savannah, district, 
and has since then removed to Tattnall 


county. 
KENTUCKY. 

Louisville.—Maj. W. CU. Owens, for- 
mer Congressman from the Ashland Dis- 
trict, has taken up a residence in Lonis- 
ville and associated himself with Wal- 
lace & McDonald in offices near the 
court house. ~ 

LOUISIANA. 

New Iberia.—William F. Dunbar has 
become a member of one of the leading 
firms of New Iberia, Broussard, Du- 
laney, & Dunbar. 

New Orleans.—President McKinley 
has nominated Judge William Wirt Howe 
to be United States District Attorney 
to fill the vacancy caused by the retire- 
ment of the Hon. J. Ward Gurley. 

Judge Howe isa widely known law- 
yer of this city. He came to New Or- 
leans with Ben Butler’s troops after the 
fall of New Orleans, and has lived here, 
practicing law or serving on the bench 
ever since. He was a member of the 
State Supreme Court during radical 
times. At present he is a member of 
the civil service board of this city. 

New Orleans.—Announcement has 
been made from official sources that ‘‘on 
or about April 12th Messrs. Farrar & 
Lemle resigned the positions which they 
have heretofore held as district attorneys 
of Louisiana for the Illinois Central 
Railroad Co., and the Yazoo and Missis- 
sippi Valley Railroad Co. About the 
same time Mr. Hunter ©. Leake was 
appointed district attorney to succeed 
them for both of said companies and Mr. 
Lemle was appointed local attorney for 
both companies. Mr. Leake has con- 
tinued and will continue to occupy the 
position of general agent as heretofore. 

TENNESSEE. 

Memphis. —The following notice speaks 
for itself: 

The law partnership heretofore exist- 
ing between us has this day been dis- 
solved by mutual consent. Mr. Neely 
retains our former office in the Equitable 
building. Geo. B. Peters. 

Sidney M. Neely. 

Memphis.—Announcement has been 
made that a co-partnership between Gen. 
George B. Peters, Gen. Luke E. Wright 
and Eldridge E. Wright has been formed, 
and the firm will launch into business 
without delay. While Gen. Wright will 
not be in Memphis for a number of 
months he will be a member of the firm, 
and, whenever possible, will be con- 
sulted with on matters of importance. 
Gen. Peters will remove to the head- 








———= 
quarters of Wright & Wright, the for. 
mer firm, at the corner of Main ang 
Madison streets. 

Nashville.—J. A. Pitts and Fj 
Smith have formed a partnership under 
the firm name of Pitts & Smith. 


TEXAS, 

Fort Worth.—R. L. Carlock and 0, w 
Gillespie have formed a partnership wit, 
offices on the second floor of the Powe 
building. 

Houston.—W. S. Hunt and ©. Stey. 
ing Myer, have formed a partnership, 
The style of the firm will be Hunt % 
Meyer. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Charleston.—A new firm has beep 
formed in this city, consisting of L, ¢ 
Anderson, at present assistant to Attor. 
ney General Edgar P. Rucker, M. p. 
Shawkey, assistant State Superintendent 
of Schools, and H. D. Rummell a late 
graduate of the law department of the 
University of Maryland. The new firm 

offices in the Citizens National 
Bank building. 

St. Mary’s.—Hon. James A. Oldfield, 
lately a resident of McDowell county, 
has located at St. Mary’s. 

Summerville.—Butcher & Frame jg 
the name of a firm recently formed here, 


CENTRAL STATES. 


ILLINOIS. 


Champaign.—R. A. Webber hs sold his 
abstract business on South Market street 
to G. E. Hiner, an attorney from Sap. 
ford, McLean county. Mr. Webber has 
been in this line of work about 17 years, 
and had built up a good business. He 
will continue in his present office rooms 
and devote his time to the loan associa- 
tion business and conveyancing. 

Mr. Hiner has rented R. Z. Gill's 
office over Knowlton & Bennett's drug 
store and as soon as it is renovated will 
move the abstract office into it. 

Chicago.—Luther Laflin Mills has 
moved his offices from the Oriental build- 
ing, where he has been for sixteen years, 
into larger quarters on the fifth floor of 
the New York Life building. 

Chicago.—The firm of Felsenthal, 
D’Ancona & Foreman of 437-444 Stock 
Exchange building has been dissolved. 
Messrs. Felsenthal and Foreman will 
continue to practice their profession in 
their present location under the new 
joint firm name, and Mr. D’Ancona will 
open law offices of his own at 801-504 
Stock Exchange building. 


Chicago.—The firm of Prussing & Mec- 
Culloch has been dissolved, Eugene E. 
Prussing has removed to rooms 1159 and 
1161 The Rookery. Mr. and Mrs. Me- 
Culloch will continue to occupy offices 
in the Rookery until June 1, when they 
will remove to the Merchants’ Loan & 
Trust building. 

Chicago.—The firm of Walker & Davis 
has been dissolved, and in future the 
members will continue in business 
separately. Emery 8S. Walker will re- 
main in the old offices at 153 La Salle 
street, and Brode B. Davis has occupied 
a suite in the Temple. 

De Kalb.—Hollis Flusch has opened 
an office here. 

Galesburg.—George Shumway and R. 
Cliff Rice have formed a law partner- 
ship, and will occupy rooms 14 and 15 
in the commercial block. The office of 
Fletcher Carney, where they have been 
located under the firm name of Carney, 
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way & Rice, will be occupied b 
gov Oariey and his brother, James W. 


Carny. 

Highland.—The firm of Irwin & 
ber has been dissolved by the 

motual consent. 

Macomb.—W. J. Franklin and H. H. 
Harris of this city have dissolved part- 
nership and each will conduct busi- 
ness on his Own account. For the pres- 
ent they occupy the same rooms, but 
will not continue for any length of 
time. 

*Tampier.—The firm of Smith & 
Daniels has opened an office here with 
George Dodd in charge. 

INDIANA. 

Decatur.—The firm of Lutz & Snow, 
composed of Clark J. Lutz and John F. 
Snow, has been dissovled by mutual 
agreement, the latter retiring. 

Milford.—Prof. R. R. Vandeveer, for 
gme years principle of the Milford 
schools, will soon open an offive here. 

So. Bend.—George Bradshaw has 
moved his office from the Nickel block 
to Bowman building, 188 North Main 
street. 

Valparaiso.—The firm of Cass & Daly 
has been dissolved... Judge Cass will 
conduct business at the old stand, and 
William Daly, the retiring partner, will 
open an office here at a future date. 

Williamsport.—The firm of Stansbury 
& Rossiter has been dissolved, Mr. Ros- 
siter selling his interest to his partner. 

MICHIGAN, 


Albion.—Burton E. Ross, has opened 
offices in the Hodge block. Mr. Ross 


has recently been engaged in the law 
offices of Hon. Thomas Simpson, 
Winona, Wis. 

Battle Creek.—F. C. Gilkey, late a 
student in the office of Boudeman & 


Adams, and a graduate of the law de- 
partment of the U. of M., will open an 
office in Battle Creek. 

Detroit.—Shaw & Cady on May Ist, 
moved their offices from the Home Bank 
building to Nos. 904, 905 and 907 Union 
Trust building. 

Grand Ledge.—A new office has been 
opened at Grand Ledge by Justin Suth- 
erland. 

Grand Rapids.—Willard Kinglsey and 
Kirk E. Wicks have formed a partner- 
ship under the name of Kingsley & 
Wicks. 

Saline.—P. A. Smith of the firm of 
Philbrook & Smith, Waterville, has en- 
gaged rooms in the Morrison block, and 
will have an office open there each Wed- 
nesday and Saturday. Mr. Smith has 
associated with him the Hon. Warren OC. 
Philbrook. 

MINNESOTA. 

Crookston. —The copartnership of Brett 
& Brinckerhoff has been dissolved. Mr. 
Brett wili continue the practice of law 
at their old office in the Malloy block. 

Mankato. —Jud R. Powell has returned 
to the city after an absence of some 
years, and will open an office here. 

Mankato.—Severance & Andrews have 
moved their office from the Model block 
to the rooms on the second floor of the 
Odd Fellows’ block recently vacated by 
W. E. Young. 

Minneapolis.—Judge Thomas Canty 
has opened an office here. 

MISSOURI. 


Kansas City.—On motion of H. O. 
Solomon, Harry G. Kyle, of the firm of 


was admitted by Judge Adams, sitting 
at United States circuit court, to prac- 
tice in the federal courts. 

Kansas City.—Three attorneys who 
have been prominent in local politics 
have formed a partnership. They are 
Darius A. Brown, who was a city at- 
torney during Major Jones’ last admin- 
istration: A. S. Marley, who lacked but 
a few votes of being the Republican 
nominee for police judge, and O. H. 
Swearingen, who was formerly a mem- 
ber of the lower house from the Fifth 
ward. 

Kansas City.—W. P. Teasdale, Will- 
iam Moore and Frank Gordon have 
formed a rtnership to be known as 
Teasdale, Moore & Gordon. Mr. Teas- 
dale was the senior member of the firm 
of Teasdale, Ingram & Cowherd, which 
was dissolved last October; Mr. Moore 
has been heretofore associated with G. 
F. Ballingal, and Mr. Gordon is the 
newly elected city attorney. 

Kansas City.—Marcy ©. Brown, G. 
F. Ballingal and C. S. Leonard, have 
formed a new firm under the name of 
Brown, Ballingal & Leonard. 

Milan.—F. E. Robinson from Knox 
county bas formed a partnership with 
W. C. Irwin, under the firm name of 
Irwin & Robinson. 

Neosho.—W. A. Phipps and C. E. 
Prettyman, Jr., have formed a copart- 
nership and will have their office in the 
Woolfenden building, northeast corner 
of square. 


Newtonia.—Cram & Stewart is the 
name of a new tirm which occupies John 
W. North’s former office. 

OHIO. 

Cambridge.—John S. LePage, a gradu- 
ate of the Des Moines, Ia., law college, 
has opened an office in the Mathews 
building. 

Cambridge.—A new firm has been 
formed in Cambridge, the partners being 


David Okey and Howard W. Laccock. 
They will occupy the rooms in the 
Hutchinson block now occupied by Mr. 
Okey and the coal company. 
Cleveland.—Robert E. M’Kisson has 
removed his offices from the Cuyahoga 
building to 417-420 Williamson building. 


Dayton.—John N. Van Deman of 
Washington, C. H., has engaged in the 
practice of law in Dayton, and will soon 
remove to that city. Mr. Van Deman 
will retain his connection with the firm 
of Vau Deman & Chaffin in Washing- 
ton C. H., and will make regular visits 
there. 

Eaton.—James L.: Sayler and Frank 
G. Shuedy of Eaton, have been admitted 
to practice in the United States courts 
at Cincinnati. 

Hamilton.—A new firm has been 
formed the members of which will be 
former Probate Judge Clarence Murphy 
and Mr. Nelson Williams, who was re- 
cently city auditor. The firm name will 
be Murphy & Williams. The new firm will 
have suite No. 3, on the first floor of the 
new Mehrum building. 

Geneva.—The firm composed of Messrs 
F. R. Smith and J. H. Copp has been 
dissolved by mutual consent. Mr. Smith 
will continue to occupy the office where 
he has so long been located. Mr. Copp 
has leased the North Broadway front of 
the old Woodruff block, over the grecery 
store of Haines & Kingman. 

Lima.—F. H. Downing, who recently 
was admitted to practice at the bar, has 


Lorain.—F. E. Adams an attorney of 
Cleveland has located in Lorain and 
formed a partnership with Mr. Seamans 
of the South end. 

Mt. Vernon —Dwight E. Sapp and 
Harry C. Devin have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Sapp & 
Devin, and ure occupying offices in 
rooms 3 to 6, Woodward block. 

Mt. Vernon.—Former Probate Judge 
Frank O. Levering has opened an office 
in Mt. Vernon. 

Roseville. —John A. Williams of Rose- 
ville, has been admitted to practice in 
the United States Courts. 

Salem.—The reported dissolution of 
the partnership existing between A. W 
Taylor and L. P. Metzger, under the 
firn: name of Taylor & Metzger, is con- 
firmed. Neither member of the firm | 
assigns any reason for the dissolution 
other than that they bave not found it 
possible to work together in that bar- 
mony usually prevailing in such com- 
binations. 

Zanesville.—E. W. Allen has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
courts. 


WESTERN STATES. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Oakland.—Fitzgerald & Abbott have 
moved their offices to San Francisco. 
Their old Oakland offices have been 
taken by John J. McDonald, who will 
represent the firm on this side of the 
bay. Mr. McDonad has been with Fitz- 
gerald & Abbott a number of years. 

Los Angeles.—R. F. Roth and U. A. 
Clotfelter, have been admitted to prac- 
tice in the United States District Court 
on motion of J. R. Finlayson. The 
former was also admitted to practice in 
the Circuit Court. 

Madera.—H. C. Watkins formerly of 
Woodland has opened an office in the 
Bank of Madera building. 

COLORADO, 

Colorado Springs.—A partnership has 
been formed between Mr. J. K. Vanatta 
and Mr. I. T. Jones, both well known 
attorneys of this city, and they will 
practice their profession under the firm 
name of Vanatta & Jones. Judge 
Vanatta has been a practicing attorney 
of Colorado Springs for eight or ten 
years. Tre offices of the new firm will 
be on North Nevada avenue, where 
Judge Vanatta is now located. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Durant.—W. Calvin Smith, a promin- 
ent young attorney of Memphis, Tenn., 
has moved to Durant I. T., where he 
has formed a partnership with Judge P. 


L. Williams. 
KANSAS. 


Fort Scott.—Ex-Senator W. P. Dillard, 
who moved to Kansas City nearly two 
years ago, has dissolved partnership with 
L. C. Boyle and returned to Fort Scott 
to associate himself with C. E. Hulett in 
the practice of law. The new firm will 
maintain its offices in the suite now 
occupied by Mr. Hulett in Redfield 


block. 
OREGON. 

Enterprise.—A. C. Smith and Prof. J. 
S. Hodgin have formed a partnership in 
Enterprise. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Brookings.—Matthews & Murphy have 
moved into temporary quarters in the 
Binford block, where they will practice 
while their old office building is being 








Kyle & Hamilton, Water Works building 


formed a partnership with B. F. Welty. 


replaced with a modern brick structure. 
















































































































































268 


tHE AMERICAN LAWYER. 











Sioux Falls.—The firm of Keith & 
Warren bas been dissolved, the junior 
member, R. H. Warren having formed a 
partnership with J. W. Boyce. The firm 
of Boyce & Boyce was established in Sioux 
Falls in1881 and continued until the death 
of Frank L. Boyce in 1896, since which 
time the business has been conducted in 
the name of J. W. Boyce. The junior 
member of the new firm of Boyce & 
Warren came to Sioux Falls in 1887 and 
has been associated with Hon. H. H. 
Keith in the practice of law since 1893. 


WASHINGTON. 


Seattle.—M. D. Leehey has removed 
to this city from Butte, Mont., and is 
ag pe at No. 412 Pioneer building. 

. Leehey is still associated with Hon. 
John W. Stanton in the City of Butte. 
Mr. Stanton has hitherto been at Great 
- Falls, Mont., for many years and both 
Mr. J.eehey and he are members of the 
profession well and favorably known 
throughout the Pacific coast. 


CUBA. 

Havana, April 25.—A committee of 
lawyers, representing the Havana Bar 
Association, visited Governor General 
Wood to-day and urged him not to issue 
the proposed order legalizing divorce. 
This matter has been a hobby of Senor 
Estevez, secretary of justice, for several 
months and he has certain elements of 
the community and some newspapers 
behind him. The Catholic church of 
course, has set its face against it. The 
committee told Gen. Wood that the con- 
sensus of conservative opinion was 
against any divorce law. Those favor- 
ing it belong to the radical revolutionary 
element, the tendencies of which are 
inimical to the church in this and other 
matters. 

Gen. Wood informed the committee 
that he would not touch the subject 
until he understood more fully the de- 
sires of the people, because he felt that 
this matter, touching their very life, 
was one which they should determine 
for themselves. After the municipal 
elections he intends making inquiry of 
every Alcalde in the island concerning 
the sentiment of his community. If he 
finds the people are opposed to a divorce 
law he will not sanction it. The habeas 
corpus question, over which Gen Brooke 
labored for months, is again to the fore 
Senor Estevez, secretary of justice, has 
submitted the draft of an order putting 
this writ into ettect, but the draft is in 
such shape that many changes will be 
necessary before it will become law. Gen. 
Wood is heartily in favor of this reform 
and intends to push it through imme- 
diately. 


CANADA. 
= Bowmanville, Ont.—Mr. H. F. Hun- 
ter, of Colborne, has opened an office in 
Bowmanville. 


Montreal.—_Among the newly formed 
law firms is that of Heneker & Ives, 
who have taken offices in the New York 
Life building. The personnel of the 
firm comprises Messrs. R. T. Heneker 
and W. C. Ives, both of whom are well 
known in the city. Mr. Heneker has 
heretofore devoted all his time to the 
legal business of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, but in his new partnership will 
transact business for other clients as 
well. Mr. Ives is a nephew of the late 
Hon. W. B. Ives, of Sherbrooke. 

Montreal.—Mr. A. L. Rinfret, whose 
office has been for some time in the New 
York Life building, has removed to his 
new offices in the Banque; Nationale.>~ 





Ottawa.—Mr. Jas. Craig, of Renfrew, 
who did good service for Hon. Mr. 
Latchford in the South Renfrew cam- 
paign, has been appointed an additional 
judge for the Yukon district. The salary 
is $4,000 a year with living expenses. 

Toronto.—The firm of Beaty, Snow & 
Smith have admitted into partnership 
Mr. Charles B. Nasmith, a former stu- 
dent of the late James Beaty, Q.C.,and son 
of Mr. Mungo Nasmith. The style of the 
new firm is Beaty, Snow, Smith & 
Nasmith, and they will occupy the offices 
of the former firm, Rooms 44 to 47, Con- 
federation Life building. 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 


dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—Ed.) 











Blatchford & Sherman. 

On May ist, Samuel A. Blatchford, 
and Daniel D. Sherman formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Blatch- 
ford & Sherman, with offices at 31 Nas- 
sau street. 

Boston & Allen. 

John Guyton Boston and York Allen 
have entered into partnership with 
offices at 146 Broadway. 


Lewis & Campbell. 

William O. Campbell, formerly of 
Newburgh has formed a co-partnership 
with John N. Lewis, under the firm 
name of Lewis and Campbell, with offices 
at 31 Nassau street. 


George J. Carr. 

George J. Carr, well known in Lynn, 
Mass., as a member of the firm of Niles 
& Carr, has opened an office at 135 
Broadway, New York. 


John Hill Morgan. 

Mr. John Hill Morgan announces that 
he has opened an office for the general 
practice of law at No. 116 Montague 
street (Franklin Trust Co. Building), 
Borough of Brooklyn. 


Kenneson, Orain, Emiey & Rubino. 


Clarence D. Ashley, Thaddeus D. Ken- 
neson, Thomas ©. T. Crain, Jay Noble 
Emley and Henry A. Rubino on May 
15th formed a copartnership under the 
firm name of Kenneson, Crain Emley & 
Rubino with offices at 11 and 23 William 
street, Manhattan. 


Gen. Benjamin F. Tracy. 

General Benjamin F. Tracy has re- 
tired from the firm of Tracy, Boardman 
& Platt, of which he was the senior 
member for years, and has associated 
himself with the firm of Coudert Broth- 
ers.‘ Announcement of the change has 
been made in a circular issued by 
Coudert brothers. General Tracy’s 
name was on the circular as that of the 
firm’s ‘‘counsel,’’ and other names on 
the circular are those of Frederic R. 
Coudert, Paul Fuller, Daniel J. Holden, 
Frederic R. Coudert, Jr., Lorenzo Sem- 
ple, John P. Murray, Charles B. Samuels 
and Charles Dupont Coudert. 


Dwight Alumni Dinner. 

The Dwight Alumni, made up of 
graduates of Columbia Law School, 
while Prof. Dwight was dean, and of 
graduates of the New York Law School, 
established later to carry on Prof. 
Dwight’s methods of teaching, held 
their eighth annual dinner at Delmonico’s 





= 


recently. The speakers we 
Gildersleeve Ex-Justice Willian y 
Cohen and Joseph F. Daly, Albert Stick. 
ney, Everett P. Wheeler, and Gilben 
R. Hawes. Ex-Justice Cohen said 
a certain modern disrespect for the ad, 
ministration of justice was having its 
effect in the production of lawlessnegs 
and anarchy. He favored the es ablish 
ment of achair in law schools for the 
teaching of the amenities in practice, 
Edward G. Whitaker--School Commissioner. 
Mayor Van Wyck has appointed Rg. 
ward G. Witaker a school commissioner 
to succeed William E. Wyatt, resigned 
Mr. Whitaker isa lawyer at No. 14) 
Broadway. He is a democrat, who 
served eighth years as Deputy Attorn, 
General and also as a member to revise 
the game laws. 


George William Hart Insane. 

George William Hart, 34 years old of 
18 West 32nd street, Manhattan, was 
taken to Bellevue Hospital secently by 
L. W. Statesbury of 41 Park Row, 
Statesbury said that Hart has been jj} 
and had been acting queerly. He wag 
placed in the insane pavilion for obser- 
vation. 


Charged With Forgery. 

George Hayward, twenty-three years 
old, who lives at 423 Lenox avenue, has 
been arrested at the request of the Chief 
of Police of Washington, D. ©. Hay. 
ward is charged with forgery. The 
poilce say that complaints will also be 
made against the prisoner by the Douglas 
County Bank of Washington. 


New Attorney for Molineux. 

John G. Milburn, a prominent lawyer 
of Buffalo, has been retained in the final 
fight in the Court of Appeals to save the 

ife of Roland B. Molineaux. This selec- 

tion was the result of a recent conference 
between Mr. Milburn and Bartow 8. 
Weeks, who conducted Molineanux’s de- 
fence before Recorder Goff. 

The narrative account of the trial has 
been practically completed, and Assist- 
ant District Attorney Le Barbier, to 
whom has been assigned the task of 
arguing the case before the Court of Ap- 
peals, has been at work cver it. It takes 
up three thousand type-written pages. 


A New Assistant Corporation Counsel. 

John Cassan Wait was on May Ist, ap- 
pointed an assistant in the office of Cor- 
poration Counsel Whalen, to take charge 
of the drawing of contracts. Mr. Wait 
is a specialist in contract law, and has 
written a text-book on ‘Architectural 
and Engineering jurisprudence.’ He 
was graduated from the Harvard Law 
Schools and from the Cornell School of 
Civil Engineering, and served as a pro- 
fessor in both institutions. Mr. Wait 
is nota member of Tammany Hall. The 
salary is $5,000 a year. 

Francis H. Weeks Released. 

Sing Sing, May 8.—Francis H. Weeks, 
the New York lawyer, who was con- 
victed of embezzling trust funds to the 
amount of $1,300,000, was released from 
prison this morning, having completed 
his sentence of ten years, less the allow- 
ance for good behavior. 


Bar Association Meeting. 

The “Bar Association, on May 8th an- 
nounced the unsanitary condition of the 
County Court House. Colonel E. C. 
James said it was a menace to the 
health, and referred feelingly to the 
death of Deputy Attorney-General Coyne, 
which, physicians said, was the result 
of the condition of the building. He 
introduced a resolution calling® the ‘at- 
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f the proper authorities to the 
eins, and aes that suitable re- 
pairs be made at once. 

Colonel James also introduced @ reso- 
jntion requesting the Appellate Division 
of the Supreme Court to order all parts 
of the Supreme Oourt to adjourn from 
the last Friday in May until October, in 

that the necesasry alterations may 
be completed when courts open in the 

. Both resolutions were aiopted. 

Austin G. Fox offered a resolution, 
which was adopted, to the effect that 

alterations in the courthouse be not 
ed to the addition of a story, but 
ample accommodations be provided 

for the judges, jurors and members of 


Several new members were elected. 


More Libel Law From Justice Gaynor. 

Just how far a lawyer may go in the 
ne of strong language inst his 
elient’s — without violating the 
law of libel was stated by Justice William 
J. Gaynor in the Supreme Court on May 
i, in handing down a decision in the 
suit of Emily Sickles against Abram 
Kling, a Manhattan ldwyer; Isaac Hen- 
derson and John Nelty, the proprietor 
and manager of a printing house, to 
recover $10,000 damages for an alleged 
libel. The alleged libel was printed in 
a brief prepared by Kling and printed 
for him by the other defendants. Re- 
ferring to the plaintiff in the brief 
Kling used the following language : 

She became Allen’s agent when they 
were related together in the city of New 
York, since which time he has formed 
a new relationship with one Sickle. 

The plaintiff alleged that the words 
reflected upon her character. In his de- 
cision Justice Gaynor says: 

If counsel keep within the facts of a 
case they are protected by the privilege 
of the occasion, no matter what they 
say, or however forced the inferences, 
deductions, suggestions, criticisms or 
characterizations from the facts may be. 
Ispeak thus broadly subject to correc- 
tion, there being no case in point so far 
in this State; but it seems to me that it 
must be so. Where else can the line be 
drawn? A counsel’s position is one of 
great difficulty, and he has ial need 
to have his mind clear of all anxiety. 
A wide latitude is justly and ounnenll y 
— to him in order to insure a full 

ing and the doing of justice. It 
would be impossible for him to do his 
duty if he could be questioned for the 
strength of his expressions or the ex- 
aggerations of his arguments, deductions 
or inferences. That they are extreme or 
only specions or colorable is not the test, 
but whether they are pertinent. He 
loses the protection of privilege only by 
going actually outside the case and mak- 
ing statements which can by no argu- 
ment or inference be pertinent. 

Justice Gaynor decided that Kling 
was clearly within the realm of his 
privilege when he made the statement 
upon which was based the suit. 


Senator Norton’s Bill Signed. 

Governor Roosevelt on May 26th, 
signed Senator Norton’s bill relating to 
attendants upon the Supreme Court and 
County Court in Queen’s County. 

It is accompanied by the following 
memorandum, giving the reason for ap- 
proving it : 

‘*The bill was passed in both branches 
of the Legislature, and went to the 
Mayor of the City of New York for ap- 
Proval. It was returned to the execu- 
tive department net a ed. This is 
the first instance in a bill vetoed 





by the Mayorzhas received executive ap- 
proval except where it has been repassed 
by both Houses of the Legislature over 
the Mayor's veto, and it is proper that 
the reasons which influenced the Gover- 
nor in signing this bill should be stated. 

‘*This act relates solely to the question 
of providing for attendants for the Su- 
preme Court and the County Court in 
and tor the County of Queens. The 
County of ns, notwithstanding 
chapter 378 of the laws of 1897, remains 
a municipal corporation for certain pur- 
poses, as complete as if that act had not 
been passed. The maintenance and ex- 
pense of conducting the courts of the 
county are a county charge, and are in 
no sense a upon the city asa 
municipal corporation. 

‘*The money necessary to pay the 
officers, the a of which is 
provided for in this bill, must be raised 
by a county tax imposed upon the County 
of Queens, and not by a city tax imposed 
upon the City of New York as a whole. 
It is clearly manifest that the proposed 
law does not in any way affect the prop- 
erty affairs or government of any of the 
several departments of the city of New 
York, and, therefore, it is not such a 
law as is required by the Constitution to 
be submitted to the Mayor of New York 
for his action thereon.’’ 


Charter Revision Committee. 

Gov. Roosevelt has appointed the fol- 
lowing members of the commission to 
revise the charter of New York city: 

George L. Rives lawyer formerly As- 
sistant Secretary of State under Presi- 
dent Oleveland; Charles ©. Beaman, 
lawyer; Franklin on lawyer; ex- 
Congressman and colonel of the twenty- 
second Regiment; Henry W. Taft, law- 

er; John D. Crimmins, contractor, ex- 

‘ark Commissioner, who ‘was a member 
of the constitutional convention; Prof. 
Frank J. Goodnow. professor of admin- 
istrative law in Columbia University 
Edgar J. Levy, deputy comptroller of 
the city of New York; Alexander T. 
Mason, lawyer; Hon. Charles A. 
Schieren, ex Mayor of the city of Brook- 
lyn; James McKean, lawyer, and presi- 
dent of the Hamilton Club; Isaac M. 
Kapper, lawyer, formerly assistant dis- 
trict attorney under Judge Marean; 
William Dewitt, lawyer, who was a 
member of the commission which drafted 
the Greater New York charter; Hon. 
James L. Wells, ex-alderman, ex-mem- 
ber of Assembly, and conspicuously 
identified with the interests of upper 
New York city; George W. Davidson, 
lawyer, and ex-District Attorney of the 
county of Queens; Hon. George Crom- 
well, lawyer, ex-member of Assembly 
and now president of the Borough of 
Richmond. 

After making the annouucement Gov. 
Roosevelt said: ‘‘The act under which 
this commission is appointed is an act 
providing for the revision of the Greater 
New York charter. The law does not 
impose any restrictions on the freedom 
of the commissioners, and I desire that 
they exercise their judgment with entire 
liberty. Of course, the law contemplates 
the revision of the existing charter in 
the light of experience. ‘It does not con- 
template the framing of a new i 
Nothing is easier than to make a city 
charter which is not to be enacted into 
law, and nothing is harder than to frame 
one which is to be enacted into a law; 
that is to secure general assent to any 


new instrument which affects vitally 


important interests. 
‘*In the existing charter there are 
many points where experience has shown 


- Paris. 





amendment to be absolutely necessary ; 
and on all such points favorble action 
can surely be secured. I am confident 
that the commission now appointed will 
surive to make its suggestions of such a 
character, and to present them in such a 
form, that favorable action by the Leg- 
islature may be reasonably expected 
to follow their deliberations. 


OBITUARIES. 


. John H. Coyne. 

Chief Deputy Attorney-General John 
H. Coyne, who has been in this city 
since early in February, prosecuting the 
charges made by the City Club against 
District Attorney Gardiner, died on May 
3, at a private hospital in 35th street, 
after a short illness. 

Mr. Coyne was appointed last October 
to conduct the prosecution of the election 
frauds, based on charges made by John 
C. Sheehan of the Ninth Assembly Dis- 
trict. The selection met with approval, 
as he was one of the prominent attorneys 
in Geneseo where he lived. His brother 
was a partner in the firm which was 
well known to the bar throughout the 
state. In February he was detailed by 
the attorney general to conduct the hear- 
ings of the charges i District At- 
torney Gardiner, and has been in at- 
“hae 3c Ouene 

ohn H. e was thirty-eight years 
old, and he died a bachelor. ie one 
born in Ontario County, this state. He 
worked his way through the Univeristy 
of Michigan and spent the rest of his 
life in Genoseo, where he was the most 
inent trial lawyer and a leader in 
publican politice. He was chairman 
of the delegation of this county to the 
recent Republican State Convention. 
Commissioner Ansly Wilcox, who pre- 
sides over the Gardiner investigation, 
characterized him as a typical country 
lawyer of the best type,’’ 

. Coyne was the attorney general’s 
first assistant, and he received the most 
important assignments in his superior’s 
office. 

Robert S$. Scott. 


of Robert S. Scott, twenty 
id, who has been missing from 


The note 
six years 0 
his home, at No. 117 West 137th street, 
since March 5th, was found fioating in 
the Harlem river early in the morning 


of May Ist, off 136th street. The body 
was identified by James Scott, a brother 
of the dead man, who is a policeman at- 
tached to the West 68th street station. 

Scott left home on the evening of 
March 5th to attend a social affair, and 
did not return. So far as the police 
could learn there were no marks of 
violence on the body. The only possible 
thing, the police say, upon which to 
base a foul play clew lies in the disap- 
pearance of the man’s watch and dia- 
mond pin. 

Scott was a young la and confi- 
dential clerk for Colonel Charles H. 
Luscomb, .of No. 120 Broadway. He 
was a graduate of New York University 
Law School, and was admitted to the 
bar when he was twenty-one years old. 
He had been with Colonel Luscomb since 
he was fourteen years of age, and had 
the best of reputations. 

‘ Robert Sturgis. 

Robert Sturgis died in New York, on 
May 3rd, in his forty-second year. He 
was the son of the Late Robert Shaw 

of Philadelphia, and was born in 
He attended St. Paul’s School, 
Concord, N. H., and was graduated at 
Harvard in 1881. He took a degree-in 
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law at the Columbia University Law 
School, and after several years of law 
practice with the firm of Strong & 
Cadwalader, he became a member of the 
firm of Daly, Hoyt & Mason. 


Thomas Harland. 

Thomas Harland, who died from 

meumonia in his seventy-first year at 

t.. George, Staten Island, on April 25th, 
had been for many yearsa learned mem- 
ber of the New York bar, and in his 
younger days his intellect and legal 
acumen were important factors in the 
creation of the American system of in- 
ternal revenue law that originated 
under the exigencies of the civil war. 
He was also the practical framer of our 
existing Patent law Mr. Harland was 
born at Norwich, Conn , of English and 
New England stock, and was at Yale 
College for some years in the class of ’49. 

After his law studies and admission to 
the bar he came to this city, and was 
for a time associated with the late E. 
F. Underhill in the management of a 
co-operative home in East 14th street, in 
which Horace Greely, Stephen P. An- 
drews. the philologist, and other reform- 
ers of that day were interested. He 
then joined the editorial staff of ‘‘The 
World,’’ but when the Internal 
Revenue Bureau was founded at Wash- 
ington, in 1862, he was added to its 
force, and speedily proved an invaluable 
aid to Joseph Lewis, the first Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. 

The Patent office borrowed him for a 
time, during which he devised the 
American system since in vogue, but 
was recalled to the Revenue Depart- 
ment, the special office of Deputy Com- 
missioner being created in order to 
utilize fully his services. In 1867, how- 
ever, he returned to New York City and 
became a member of the firm of Harland 
& Rollins, his partner being Daniel G. 
Rollins the late distinguished Surrogate. 
After Mr. Rollins retired from the bench 
and resumed practice, Mr. Harland was 
again associated with him as consulting 
counsel, and in that capacity was in the 
office of the present firm of Rollins & 
Rollins until his death. 


Erastus Everett. 

Erastus Everett, who was at one time 
well known as an educator in this city, 
died on May 7th, at his home, No. 552 
Bergen Street Brooklyn. He was born 
in Princeton, Mass., in 1813, and was 
graduated from Dartmouth College in 
1836. In 1839 that college conferred on 
him the degree of A. M., and in 1876 
that of LL. D. After his graduation he 
removed to Baton Rouge, La., and sub- 
sequently to New Orleans, where he was 
president of the College of New Orleans. 
In 1854 he came to Brooklyn. For 
several years he was a professor in 
Rutgers’ Female College, and a lecturer 
in many educational institutions in New 
York and New Jersey. He was a con- 
stant contributor to several periodicals, 
and his System of English Versification, 
published in 1848, had a wide circulation. 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


The following is the program of the 
Fifth Annual Convention of the Na- 
tional Association of Credit Men to be 
held at the Hotel Pfister Milwaukee 
Wis. June ee} 13, and a me bins 
plan em correspon osely 
that Pip amc at the Buffalo Convention. 


Tuesday June 12, 1900. Convention 
called to order by the president at 10 A. 














M. invocation by Rev. Charles Stanley 
Lester. Minutes of previous convention, 
Address of Welcome by Hon. David 8. 
Rose, Mayor of Milwaukee. Address of 
Welcome on behalf of Milwaukee Asso- 
ciation—H. M. Battin. Response to 
Addresses of Welcome. President’s An- 
nual Address—President John Field. 
Treasurer’s Annual Report—Treasurer 
T. H. Green.’ Appointment of Auditing 
Committee. Secretary’s Annual Report 
—Secretary William A. Prendergast. 
Appointment of Committee on Creden- 
tials and Resolutions. 


Address—Governor Edward Scofield of 
Wisconsin. Report of Membership Com- 
mittee—Frank E. Freeze, chairman. 
Open Parliament on the Report of the 
Membership . Committee. Report of 
Business Literature Committee—H. E. 
Hutchings, chairman. Open Parlia- 
ment on the Report of Business Litera- 
ture Committee. Appointment of Chair- 
man of State Delegations. Adjourn- 
ment. 

Wednesday, June 13, 1900. 

Convention called to order by the 
President at 9 A. M. Invocation by 
Rey. Rabbi Mayer. General communi- 
cations, announcements, etc. Report of 
the Committee on Credentials. Address, 
**Business Morality’’—John R. Ainsley, 
Esq., of Brown, Durrell & Co., Boston, 
Mass. Report of Committee on Improve- 
ment of Mercantile Agency Service—E. 
Troy, chairman. Open Parliament on 
Report of Committee, etc. Report of 
Legislative Committee—George H. 
Hovey, irman. 

Open Parliament on Report of Legisla- 
tive Committee. Nomination of candi- 
dates for President and vice-president. 
Informal ballot of nominee for president 
and vice-president. Adjournment. 

Thursday, June i4, 1900. 

Convention called to order by the 
President at 9:30 A. M. Invocation by 
Rev. Judson Titsworth. General com- 
munications, announcements, etc. Ad- 
dress, ‘‘Why I Am a Member’’—Dor- 
chester Mapes, Simmons Manufacturing 
Company, Chicago, Illinois, Report of 
Committee on Credit Department Meth- 
ods—Green Benton, Chairman. Open 
Parliament on Report of Committee on 
Credit Department Methods. Report of 
Investigation and Prosecution Commit- 
tee—Daniel B. Murphy, chairman. Open 
Parliament on Report of Investigation 
and Prosecution committee. Election of 
otticers. Selection of place for next an- 
nual convention. Selection of Central 
office. Report of Committee on Resolu- 
tions. Installation of officers for the 
new year. Adjournment. 

The followiing are the trade confer- 
ences : 

Boot and Shoe—Chairman, William N. 
Fitzgerald, Bradley & Metcalf Co., Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

Clothing—Chairman, Max Silverberg, 
Feder, ‘Silberberg & Co., Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 


Dry Goods—Chairman, William M. 
Burgess, M. E. Smith & Co., Omaha, 


Neb. 

Grocers—Chairman, G. Waldo Smith, 
Smith & Sills, New York, N. Y. 

Hardware—Chairman J. T. Jenkins, 
Gray &. Dudley Hardware Co., Nash- 
ville, Tenn. 

In addition to the above mentioned 
conferences it may be decided to have 
another, representing the Implement 
Trade, arrangements for which are under 
way at the present time. 

treme care and energy are being ex- 
hibited in the preparation of the work 
to be laid before these conferences, and 





a 
a stenographer will be present at each 
conference to make a complete recorq 
the proceedings, as it is the intention to 
publish them at a later day. 

The Milwaukee Asssociation 
arranged the following program for the 
entertainment of those attending the 
Convention of the National Association 
of Credit Men. 

Tuesday evening, June 12, 1900—Con, 
cert at the Deutscher Club. Wednesda 
morning, June 13, 1900—Tally-Ho Ride 
for the Ladies attending the Convention, 
Wednesday, June 18, 1900, 3 P. y 
prompt—Excursion on the Lake, anj 
Trolley-car ride to White Fish Bay, 
where supper will be served in the even. 
ing. Thursday afternoon, June 14, 19 
—Visit of inspection to the large fap. 
tories of the city. Thursday evening 
June 14, 1900—Smoker and vaudeyilj 
entertainment. 

The following committees have beep 
appointed. 

Executive Committee: H. M. Ober. 
dorfer, David Adler & Sons, Clothing 
Co. Oscar Loeffler, Goll & Frank (Co, 
Max Landauer, Landauer & Co. H. H, 
Schwarting, J. H. Rice & Friedman 
Co. R. J. Morawetz, Morawetz & Oo. 

Entertainment Committee: H. My. 
Oberndorfer, chairman, David Adler & 
Sons Clothing Co. F. T. Yahr, Charles 
Baumbach Co. W. N. Fitzgerald, Brad. 
ley & Metcalf Co. James Leedon, 
Cudahy Bros. F. J. Frey, Gender & 
Paeschke Manufacturing Co. William 
Geuder, Geuder & Paeschke Manufac. 
turing Co. Oscar Loeffler, Goll & 
Frank Oo. J. E. Hansen, Hansen's 
Empire Fur Factory. ©. A. J 


& 
Herman, Pflueger & Kuehmstedt Co, 
Max Landaur, dauer & Co. F. R. 
Larkin, R. G. Dun & Co. Uar! Pen. 


shorn, Meinecke Toy Co. J. W. P. 
Lombard, National Exchange Bank. 
James McLeod, Roundy, Peckham & Co, 
H. B. Hunter, Shadbolt & Boyd Iron 
Co. R. ©. Spencer, Spencerian Busi- 
ness College. E. A. Wadhams, Wad- 
hams Oil & Grease Oo. A. O. Trostel, 
Albert Trostel & Sons. Frederick Kas- 
ten, The Wisconsin National Bank. Ed. 
Zoehrlaut, H. Zoehrlaut Leather Co. J. 
©. Koch, John Pritzlaff Hardware Co. 
Jose Friedberg, Friend Bros. Cloth- 
ing Co. 

Committee on arrangements: James 
McLeod, chairman, Roundy, Peckham 
& Co. H. H. Schwarting, J. H. Rice 
& Friedmann Co. W. N. Fitzgerald, 
Bradley & Metcalf Co. Carl Penshorn, 
Meinecke Toy Co. R. J. Morawetz, 
Morawetz & Co. Oscar Loeffler, Goll 
& Frank Co. 

Transporation Committee: O. C. Han- 
sen, chairman, City Hat Oo. H. 
M. Battin, Standard Oil Co. B. T. 
Lenzarder, E. P. Allis Oo. 

Committee on Press, printing and in- 
vitation: F. H. Benson, chairman, No. 
877 Broadway. W. B. Strong, Jerman, 
Pfluger & Kuehmsted Co, F. R. Larkin, 
R. G. Dun & Co. 

Finance Committee: O. O. Hansen, 
chairman, Cream City Hat Oo. J. W. 
P. Lombard, National Exchange Bank. 
F. R. Larkin, R. G. Dun & Co. Oscar 
Loeffler, Goll & Frank Co. R. J. Mora- 
wetz, Morawetz & Oo. F. H. Benson, 
No. 337, Broadway. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Columbia University Law School. 
A course in office will bezin- 
bia University 
year for the first time 
in order to introduce a practical as well 
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4s theore tical understanding of the law. 
ts tbe law lectures are now arranged at 


office work by the stu- 
precluded, and the 
decided need of 


the University, 
dents 18 practically 
w course will fill a 


school. Prof. 


THE NASHVILLE COLLEGE, 


One year course leadsto LL. 
John W. Houston will | © 


DEPARTMENT OF LAW. 


TVITION FREE. 
B. Degree. 
olltege Diploma admits tothe Bar. 


schools throug’ 
this list wil! be accorded to law achools, ete 


LLL LPO OOOO OOOO 
YALE UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL..New Haven, Conn. 
Schoo! 


PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 


The followin a list of the most prominent law 
Sus the eountry. NS 


charge of the course. Spring term begins March 5, acd ends May $1, | Denver University Law School.......... ver, Cole. 
be in 1900 CaeaStes = Dubey edited, Mamie Washington, D. O. 
lowa College of Law. Sunrmer term begins June 4, and ends July «7, | Atlanta Law School........... .......... Atlanta, Ga. 
The final examivations of lowa Col- 1900 Cuicago ¢ COLLEGE. OF LAW ............. Chicago, Ii. 
; if candidates fcr graduation | F@!!,term begins Sept. 3. and ends Dec. 21, | CHICAGO LAW SCHOOL.................. Chicago, Tl. 
lege of Law ¢ & 190v Geo. W. Warvelle, LL.D., Dean. P 

were COL cluded on April 28th. Ont ofa Graduate courses leading te edvance d Degrees course. Under-Graduate Course of three 
; of seventy-one, fifty-four were i “ ree I come t.1- + an leads to LL B. Pie PS Pose 
teen re ted. The or information address nate Courses to or 
pend and seventeen rejec Presid-nt, The Nashville College, catalogue address J. J . B., See’y, 


faculty, in response to the prevalent and 
jncreaisog sentiment of higher qualifica- 
tions for admission to the bar, marked 
the applicants more closely than usual. 
The names of the successful candidates 


NASHV!LLE, TENN., U. 
University Exiension Law School, 


S. A. 





CHICACO, ILL. 
E. C. RAVENSCROFT, A. B., LL.M. Dean. 


ILLINOIS COLLEGE Chicago, 
U .IVERSITY EXTENSION tai Lg ag Chicago Il. 


115 Dearborn ey ; Lhioage, " 
E.U bavenscroft, Dean. For ful? 
information po nly us Fo EXxTENsion LAW 
ScHoo., Ogden Boilding, Chicago, Ill. 


are as follows: Fred ty ap Univ’ ns pho 9 Bieuwington, Ind 
‘ x sht b id Universit; w school.............-. Kansas 

S, M. Abegglen, J. D. Akins, N. M rat tones | hare Prepares for ApMIg“ © ple 54 Louisville University Law School...... Louisville, Ky 
Berg H. Beumler, E. J. Bishop, E. R. | public life. Our students admitted to ADVANCED | Tulane University Law School...... New Orleans, La 
’ STANDING by regular law colleges. University | Baltimore eee he Law School...... Baltimore, Ma 


Brown, R. J. Carnahan, F. P. Carr, C. | ; 
0. Carter, R. Case, C. J. Cederquits, 
H. O. Christensen, C. E. Connor, W. 
W. Darvis, R. W. Edmunds, R. E. Fer- 
re, R. R. Freeman, G. M. Gillette, R. 
M.Grimusrad, H. Hamilton, C. C. Hart- 
ley, A. M. Harvey, E. W. Heck, R.S. Jones, 
W.8.King, LB. —— E. A. Lingen- 
felter, W. A. Lockwood, I. S. McCrillis, 
BE. M. S. McLaughlin, ie ‘s “Martin A. 
R. Maxwell, J. W. Mericle, O. G. Moen, 
0. Morden, L. J. Neff, Nellie Noble, J. 
§, Ordway, L. H. Pine, F. Porter, E. 
Proctor, C. W. Rathbun, O. L. Rider, 
T, A. Ross, A. L. Seeber, H R. Sher- 
man, W. N. Skinner, E. Smith, O. M. 
Stanley, F. T. Van Liew, C. G. F. 
Wilcox, V. H. White, H. F. Wood. 
Messrs. Rider and Carnahan are the 
honor men of the class in the order 
named 
University of Louisville--Department of Law. 
The commencement of the graduating 
class of the Law Department of the 
University of Louisville, was held at 
Macauley’s Theater, on the evening of 
April 27th. The entire senior class suc- 
cessfully passed the examinations. 

Mr. Elmer C, Underwood won the 
faculty prize awarded the senior for 

neral efficiency. He also won the 

ward Thompson prize for writing the 
best essay. The faculty prize is Pome- 
roy’s Equity jurisprudence. The Ed- 
ward Thompson prize is a valuable work 
composed of biographies of Engand’s 
Lord Chancellors. 

The list of graduates is as follows: 


Leonard Bacon, W. 8B. Barbour, 
Arthur C. Bonny castle, Joseph C. 
Brooks, Geo. Allen Dailey, William 


Pratt Dale, Fred Dieferbach, Jr., Will- 
iam Lee Doolan, William H. Field, Fred 
J. Gohmann, Lee Hamilton, Dudley 
Oyrus, Jones, J. H. Lindenberger, John 
M. Letterle, E. L. McDonald, Warwick 
Miller, Merit D. Oneal, George B. Parks, 
Lilburn Phelps, C. Houston Quin, Albert 
8S. Rau, Aug. OC. Reverman, T. B. Rob- 
erts, Joseph Sapinspky, Andrew M. Sea, 
Jr., J. Ignatius Shanahan, Charlies K. 
Stuart, Elmer ©. Underwood, Menefee 
Wigman, Albert E. White, Bunyan 
Spratt Wilson, Charles Zollman. 

The junior class prize was awarded to 
Mr. Eugene R. Atkinson. M. William 
Pratt Dale had the highest average in 
the junior class, being perfect in all of 
his studies, but as he took a double 
course he was not eligible for the prize. 


McGill's University--Department of Law 

The results of the final examinations 
in the faculty of law of McGill Univers- 
ity have been announced. Out of a 
large class, eleven candidates have re 
successful 


UNIVERSITY EXTENSION LAW SCHOOL, 


methods. For full information address, 


Osden Building, Chie age Til. 


1, i. ie ~ Chauvin, first rank 


merit : 
honors: Elizabeth Torrance gold medal 
and prize of $40; 2, S. G. Archibald, 


first rank honors and prize of $40; 3, L. 
Macfarlane, first rank honors and prize 
of $25; 4, L. Garneau; 5, A. W. G. 
Macalister; 6, G. H. Baker; 7, L. Mar- 
— 8 T. Rinfret; 9, T. E. Walsh; 
10, J. C. Redpath; 11, H. Mackay. 
University of Michigan--Schoo! of Law. 
Announcements of the university sum- 
mer law school are now being prepared, 
the regents having formally reccgnized 
the school and fixed its relation to the 
university. The law faculty is to be in 
charge of the school and has placed the 
rates of tuition at the following figures. 
For a ten hour course, $4; for a fifteen 
hour course, $6; for a twenty-four hour 
$8; for a hundred course or more, $35. 
From the money received for tuition the 
expenses are to be paid, the balance to 
be divided among the instructors accord- 
ing to the number ‘of hours each gave to 
the work of the schuol. 

Rhode Isiand Law School. 

The Board of Bar Examiners of Rhode 
Island has promulgated a list of law 
schools which it will recognize in deter- 
mining upon the qualifications of law 
students who seek to be admitted to the 
Rhode Island bar. This list has caused a 
little flutter of excitement among the per- 
sons who are interested in the Rhode 
Island Law school, which is not on the 
list of law schools which the Board of 
Bar Examiners will recognize. 

It is the only law school in the State, 
but the board is acting in harmony with 
the wishes of the Court in not accepting 
diplomas from either evening law schools, 
which offer only six hours per week, or 
from correspondence schools. 

Dean Webster of the Rhode Island 
Law School stated that the failure to 
recognize his school with the other law 
schools in the list was due to the preju- 
dice against it on the part of a member 
of the Supreme Court, but the members 
of the court, deny that they have any 
prejudice against his school. They say 
ae they think it is doing a good work. 

Their only bey snap is to the conferring 
of degrees in law upon persons who have 
been engaged in other occupations, 
= two hours a night for only 

— a week at the law school 

when other students at the regular law 
schools have been spending four times 
that amount of time to get the same de- 
grees. The members of the court wel- 
come a local law school, even one which, 


University 


- Baltimore, Md 
a. UNIVER eon Mase 


Sia Sa aman 





'o Law School , N. 
CORNELL UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF LAW. Ithaca, N. 

am bia College Law School. . N. ork - 
New York Law School 


Western © Univ'sity School Cleveland. 
Univ’ sity of nang pony es Law Dept.Phi Pa 
Allen University School. ..... 8. 
SOUTHWESTERN BAPTIST iiiversitY” COLLEGE 
OFL Jackeon, Tenn. 
Course one year; b th pract' cal and theoretical. 
Diploma admits to the Bar. Graduates successful 
practitioners. Nine courts. room $7.50 
to $12 per month Tuition reasonable. Business 
course, Shorthand, litrrary work or Oratory free. 
Ten coll ges, well endowed. Fine free gymnasium 
pony = —, 95 o-. — 
can be self-supporting any advantages. Write, 
address, JaMEs H. Lan, LL. M., Jackson, pa. 


Uni Austin, 
LAW V DEPARTMENT" UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA... 


lottesville, ¥ 

The session begins September 15th, - en 4 
nine months. The course for the B oe 
covers — sessions. For pk. - B. 
BARRINGER, Chairman 
WASHINGTON AND LEE UNI pis TY SCHOOL OF 

LAW. William L. Wilson, L , President. A 
thorough and complete two ae “course. 
hours of lectures a week each year. Three 
1» ssors who devote their entire time to the 
and four lecturers on special topics. mop Sh 
Economics, Political Science and History 
law students withoutcharge. E: 
Session opens Sept. 14, 1899. For Sadeouralinis 
Henry St. George Seuehe. Dean, Lexington, Va 
Richmond College, Law Dept .......... — a 
Wisconsin University I Law School...... Madison, Wis. 


CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 
pie jissaancad ‘OF LAKE FOREST eee 

: — Hon. Thom iomas A. Moran, 
suepardy Hi Hos. a -~4. i eps nope, Hex. 
we SESSIONS a ad he, oAY air 


ELMER E. BARRETT. LL. B. 
1501—100 Washington St... CHICAGO, ILL. 


Illinois College of Law, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


Open all the year. Both Day and Evening 
Schools. Students enter at any time. 


three quarters, 
rier ues MONDA 3 DECEMBER po og 


mer Quarter of three terms, opening on FIRST 
MONDAY in JUNE, JULY and AveusT. = 


LL py Go or Collegiate comme of three 
years leads and prepares for the bar in 
any State. 
P raduate or Unive erst lead to de- 
Saanh Gele ton cal . C csr hb 
ows 
f ‘ — college in the city giving Grad- 


Faculty of thirty instructors. Smal} 


cua fivieigns practice Courts meet ar ae ee, each week. 

—~ + Be —t —. Fa a A AR,  imemnat 
SCHOOL OF ORATORY. 

a. ts pided 3 in_ self. a Sat capport. Free scholarship. 


HOWARD ny OGDEN, Ph. D., LL. D., 
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week to its students, but such a school 
should not be empowered to grant de- 
on that amount of work for the 
olders of those degrees would be sailing 
under false colors, and a school which 
is not entitled to confer the degree of 
Bachelor of Laws ought not to be recog- 
nized as a regular law school in giving 
fullZcredit to the student for work done. 

A member of the court said recently 
that the students who had passed through 
the courses of the Rhode Island Law 
School and were able to pass the examina- 
tions ct the Board of Examiners wuuld 
undoubtedly have some allowance made 
for the time they had spent in the law 
school, but just how much time would 
be allowed for it could not be said now, 
for*the matter had not yet been ‘brought 
before the court. No member of the 
court desired to be regarded as in opposi- 
tion to this local institution, but as ap- 
proving of its work as far as it went. 

The Board of Examiners has made the 
following list of law schools that it will 
recognize Albany Law School, Boston 
University, Columbia, Columbian Law 
School, Cornell, Georgetown, Harvard, 
New York Law School, Northwestern, 
University of Iowa, University of Michi- 
gan, Unjversity of Pennsylvania, Univer- 
sity of Virginia, and Yale. This list is not 
exclusive and will be revised from time 
to time. 

There are probably in the country be- 
tween 250 and 300 law schools. Ifa 
student comes from a school that is not 
on the foregoing list, that school will 
then be passed upon by the Examiners, 
and if the school is up to the require- 
ments it will be admitted to the list. 
The leading law schools are practically 
uniform as to the requirements and 
courses covered, and it is an easy matter 
to determine whether or not any in- 
dividual school is up to the standard. 

Three objections have been offered to 
the accepti of the work of the Rhode 
Island Law School as being equivalent 
to a course at such a law school as that 
of Harvard. The first is that, as already 
mentioned, the length of time per week 
in the school is too small; the second is 
that the student is not required to have 
the high School education which the 
Board of Examiners is hereafter to re- 
quire, and the third is that the students 
devote too much time through the day 
to other pursuits. 


Georgetown University School of Law. 

The class of 1901 of the Georgetown 
Law School gave its second annual ban- 
quet at the Dewey Hotel on the evening 
of May 2nd. 

The program of’ exercises and those 
who participated were as follows: 
Toastmaster, Frank J. Wissner, District 
of Columbia. ‘‘Class of 1901,’’ J. Vin- 
cent Coughlan, Distict of Columbia; 
piano solo, ‘‘ Boys of 1901,’’ written for 
the occaison, Charles Denegre, Louisi 
ana; ‘‘Why We Study Law,’’ Edward 
F. Gillan, Rhode Island; ‘‘The Opinion 
of a jurist,’’ William E. Knowles, 
Illinois; ‘‘The Road to Success,’’ John 
J. Brosnan, District of Columbia; ‘‘ Law 
and Chemistry,’’ John D. Hird, M. A., 
District of Columbia; ‘‘The Ladies,’’ 
Charles Denegre, Louisiana; ‘‘Our ab- 
sent friends,’’ Audrain Sizer, Penn- 
; ‘*The Study of Human Na- 
" » O. nagan, North Carolina; 
‘*When, Where, How and What?’’ Dan 
Curry, District of Columbia; ‘‘ Washing- 
ton Se Leas City,’’ F. Wilson Stephens, 


Pennsylvania. 
The class officers are: Frank J. Wiss- 

ner, District of Columbia, ident ; 

Henry A. Hegarty, District of Columbia, 





first vice-president; Chas Denegre, 
Louisiana, second vice-president ; Jos. P. 
Fitzpatrick, Pennsylvania, secretary ; 
Edward Brickhead, District of Columbia, 
treasurer; C. A. Long, Hawaii, sergeant- 
at-arms. 

The members of the class of 1902 met 
at dinner on the evening of Saturday, 
May 5th. The menu card was unique 
in design, being drawn up in the form 
of an indictment. The occasion through- 
out was a most happy one. 

The toastmaster was Mr. Allen G. 
Hoyt of Mllinois, the specified toasts 
being responded to as follows: Mr. Liv- 
ingston J. Cullen, District of Columbia, 
‘*Our ;’’ Mr. W. J. Jones, Penn- 

lvania, ‘‘Our moral side;’’ Mr. T. D. 
Finn , Louisiana, ‘‘Our professional 
prospects;’’ Mr. J. P. Grace, South 
Carolina, ‘‘Our politics ;’’ Mr. James M. 
Watson, ‘‘Our class with the ladies,’’ 
Mr. Leo K. Eaton, Wisconisn, ‘‘Our 
athletics;’’ Mr. Robert G. Cauthorn, 
Indiana, ‘‘Our alma mater ;’’ Mr. James 
O’Shea, New York, ‘‘Our actors;’’ Mr. 
J. W. Hallahan, Pennsylvania, ‘‘Tem- 
perance and the law,’’ M. W. Kline 
Smith, District of Columbia, ‘‘Our quiz 
master. ’’ 

Those present were: Walter P. Tur- 
ner, Wisconsin; James O’Shea, New 
York; Thomas D. Flynn, Louisiana; 
James M. Watson, Kentucky; Erle M. 
Donaldson, Georgia; Livingston J. Cul- 
len, Walter D. Cannon, John D. Arm- 
strong, John H. Butler, Thomas R. 
Buckley, Harry P. Browne, W. W. Con- 
nor, John E. Campbell, Robert F. Crow- 
ley, Robert G. Cauthorn, Hendley V. 
Napier, Jr.; Paul Fox, James A. Kath- 
man, Edward J. Devine, D, A. Keough, 
Thomas R. King, Daniel F. Holt, John, 
Neenan, Charles E. Mulhearn, John P. 
Grace, Hugh T. T . of., 10 
Eaton, John W. an, William J. 
Jones, Allen G. Hoyt, Frank S. Perry, 
S. E. Swayzee, Daniel Mahoney, David 
Rothschild, Roscoe D. OC. Dorsey, Louis 
P. Litzinger, Richard L. Edw: , John 
C. Sheehy, Adolph A. Koch, Walter C. 
Greevy, Joseph T. Oadshman, Everett 
Dufour, Charles P. Thompson, Edward 
F. Walsh, James O. Kuhn, Daniel Mas- 
terson, Daniel J. Slattery, James J. 
Guild, Harry L. Schuler, James M. Sin- 
clair, Dennis O. Moynihan, Harry OC. 
Kleinschmidt, John A. Whelan, Paul 
Little, Charles R. Johnson, J. E. Lati- 
mer and Robert L. Blewett. The class 
officers are: Mr. L. J. Coullen, presi- 
dent; Mr. Thomas J. ddings, vice- 
president; Mr. J. W. Hallahan, second 
vice-president; Mr. E. J. Divine, secre- 
tary; M. Walter D. Cannon, treasurer, 
and Mr. J. D. Armstrong, sergeant-at- 
arms. 


Cornell University--College of Law. 

A senior law scholarship of the value 
of one hundred dollars, the gift of Judge 
Douglas Boardman, the first dean of 
the college will hereafter be awarded 
annually, in June, to the junior who 
during the preceding two years has, in 
the judgment of the faculty done the 
most satisfactory work in the College of 
Law. It is available during the senior 
year, and is payable in the same way as 
other university scholarships. For the 
present year the prize has already been 
awarded to William David Cunningham 
of Ellenville, N. Y. The name of the 
juniors to whom this prize will be given 
or next year, will be announced during 
commencement in June. Hesides this 
prize and the regular university scholar- 
ship open to students in the College of 
Law, there are now the Woodford 
of the value of one hundred d 
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The °’86 Memorial prize, an ’ 
Memorial prize. @ the 1% 

A proposition is now before the 

of Trustees to allow the circulation of 
that portion of the Law Library consist. 
ing of legal history and biography It 
is believed that this plan will create 
tendency toward greater knowledge - 
the part of the students, in these sub. 
jects, and it will doubtless be acted Upon 
ee . 

e work in the Coll of Law wi 
end for this year on J <4 14. A ae 
ity of the members of the graduatj 
class will take their bar examination, 
on June 19, at Rochester, N. Y., 
return to the university for commence. 
ment on June 2ist. 

The following is a list of the candi. 
dates for graduation in June 1900. 

Harry Burnside Austin, Charles Wa). 
ter Babcock, Jerome Arch Boteman, 
Frederick G. Bodell, Lawrence vw. 
Boynton, William J. Brauman, He 
C. Brooks, Edward Frank Clark, Joseph 
A. Corr, Clifford DeWitt Coyle, William 
D. Cunningham, Robert D. Donahne, 
Charles S. Estabrook, Olarence B. Et. 
sler, Wallace H. Failing, Edward 0, 
Fish, Edward H. Frear, Jacob A. Fron. 
heiser, George N. Halsey, Edward Harris, 
Jr., Frank H. Hausner, Thomas D, J. 
Healey, Herbert A. Henningway, Acton 
M. Hill, William D. J. Kelley, Marion 
A. Keyes, Jr., Michael J. Kissella, 
William M. McCrea, John T. McGovern, 
Frank U. McGrau, P. McKenzie, 
Herbert D. Mason, D. Monhouse, 
Thomas L. Newton, Paul V. Overton, 
Walter A. Pauling, Charles A. Phelp, 
Frank 8S. Porter, Franz V. M. Provost, 
George R. Raines, Addison B. Scoville, 
William J. Sirdevan, Harry Seidel 
Slecher, Thomas J. Surplus, Claire § 
Tappan, Edward J. Torney, James G. 
Tracy, L. Jay Wheeler, Floyd E. White- 
man, Christopher W. Wilson Jr., Ebin 
A. Wood, Paul Loving Wright. 





BOOK REVIEWS. 


‘*Magna Charta, Translated from the 
Original Latin,’’ by John Goss, A. 
M., Professor of Jurisprudence, in 
the Kent College of Law, published 
by the author 927 Market street, 
Room 706, San Francisco, Cal., price 
2 ORR. ace an 


wre oe ew eS 
= We beg to acknowledge receipt of the 
foregoing pamphlet which we shall care- 
fully serve for reference. Allusions 
are, of course, constantly being made to 
Magua Charta, but this is the first time, 
so far as we can recollect, that a separate 
translation has been issued in so conven- 
ient a form. 








The Law of Expert and Opinion Evi- 
dence Reduced to Ruies by John D. 
Lawson, LL.D., Second Edition. 
Published by T. H. Flood & Co., 179 
Monroe street, Chicago, Ill. Price 
$6.00 net or $6.25 delivered. 

A very just observation was made by 
the author in his preface which we can- 
not refrain from quoting here. ‘‘ Most 
of the legal treatises,’’ he says, ‘‘ which 
are written for the use of the practic- 
ing lawyer are written on the plan of a 
mere digest, though taking the form of 
acommentary. To cite all the decisions 
contained in the reports on the subject 
treated is the chief aim of the author, 
and having done this he is content to 
let the reader find out for himself the 
law as it is, or as it ought to be. The 
practioner called on to give an opinion 
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aclient, or to argue a case in court, 
consulting such a book finds that 
author has simply referred him to 
the decisions, and left him to take his 
choice, without giving him that assist- 
ance Which he had a right to expect 
one who is supposed to have given 
thought to the subject, to have investi- 
it on principal, and, who, from a 
survey of toe whole field in the light of 
all the decisions, should be able to give 
the true rule, i. @., the best considered, 
the authoritative, the logical and just 
result.’’ 

In accordance with this plan the 
author has written a book along some- 
what novel, and we are happy to add, 
excellent lines. Thus he has laid down 
a number of ‘‘rules’’ and sub-rules’’ 
with illustrations under each. We use 
the term ‘‘novel’’ in connection with 
this plan thoagh it resembles in many 
respects that pursued by Sir James Fitz- 
james Stephen in his Diget of the Law 
of Evidence. We have often wondered 
why the methods employed in that work 
were not adopted in others, as they 
facilitate to a marked degree a reader’s 
search for the law upon any particular 
point, and enable him to comprehend it 
much better when he does find it. The 
citations in the present edition are over 
three thousand, the analysis and arrange- 
ment most excellent and in fine the work 
can be heartily commended both from a 
literary standpoint and as an aid to the 
trial lawyer. As an illastration of the 
method pursued we are going to quote 
verbatim chapter six of Title III., rela- 
tive to expert evidence in cases of slan- 
der and libel. 


‘*Rule 69.—Where the words of a libel 
are well known and prefectly intelligibie 
Engilsh, the opinion of a hearer or 
reader as to their meaning is inadmissi- 
ble. But where it is shown that they 
may have borne a different meaning 
when uttered, the opinion of such a wit- 
ness as to the intended meaning is ad- 
missible. 

1. A. and B. were partners, and were 
conversing with the defendant. A. said 
they held some biils on the plaintiff’s 
frm. The defendant said: ‘‘ You must 
look out sharp that they are met by 
them.’’ In an action by the plaintiff 
for slander, B. was asked: ‘‘What did 
you understand by that?’’. Held, inad- 
missible. 

2. In case 1, if B. had been asked: 
“‘Was there anything to prevent these 
words from conveying the meaning they 
ordinarily would convey’’ and had an- 
swered in the affirmative, he might 
then have asked, ‘‘ What did you under- 
stand by them ?’’ 


In actions of slander, ‘‘ the defendant is 
supposed to intend what his words im- 
port and what others understand from 
them. But he may intend to convey a 
deeper meaning than is apparent at first 
blush, and he may intend less. This 
depends upon the attending circum- 
stances, gestures, tones and innaendoes, 
which have a most potent oratory often, 
but which no man can describe or imi- 
tate. Hence those who see or hear these 
incidents are permitted to state the im- 
pression made upon their minds at the 
time—on the same ground, I apprehend, 
that any witness is allowed to state ap- 
pearances in any case where such ap- 
pearances are, in their nature, incapable 
of exact and minute description, e. g., 
the health or sanity of a person at a 
particular time, in regard to which even 
unprofessional witnesses are permitted 
to speak of opinions formed at the time 








from indications and appearances not 
susceptible of description. 


In case 1, it was said: ‘*There can be 
no doubt that words may be explained 
by bystanders to import something very 
different from their obvious meaning. 
The bystanders may perceive that what is 
uttered is uttered in a comical sense, and 
therefore that it muy mean directly the 
reverse of what it professes to mean. 
Something may have previously passed 
which gives a peculiar character and 
meaning to some expression ; and some 
words which ordinarily or popularly is 
used in one sense may from something 
which had gone before be restricted and 
confined to a particular sense, or may 
mean something different from that 
which it ordinarily and usually does 
mean. But the proper course for a 
counsel who proposes to so get rid of the 
plain and obvious meaning of words 
imputed to a defendant as spoken of the 
plaintiff is to ask the witness, not, 
“What did you understand by those 
words?’ but * Was there anything to pre 
vent those words from conveying the 
meaning which ordinairly they would 
convey?’ because if there was, evidence 
of that may be given and then the ques- 
tion may be put. When you have laid 
the foundation for it, the question may 
then be put, ‘What did you understand 
by them?’ when it appears that some- 
thing occurred by which the witness 
understood the words in asense different 
from their ordinary meaning. Taken 
by itself and without more, the under- 
standing of a person who hears an ex- 
pression is uot the legal mode by which 
it is to be explained. If words are 
uttered or printed, the ordinary sense of 
those words is to be taken to be the mean- 
ing of the speaker; but, no doubt, a 
foudnation may be laid by showing 
something else which has occurred some 
other matter may be introduced, and 
then, when that has been done, the 
witness may be asked with reference to 
that other matter, what was the sense 
in which he understood the words.’’ 


Rule 70.—In actions of libel or slander 
te opinions of witnesses as to whom the 
words were understood by them as refer- 
ing, are admissible. 

1. H. was sued for a libel published in 
a newspaper. The libel did not refer to 
any person by name. The opinion of a 
witness that, in his opinion, the libel 
referred to the plaintiff, was admitted. 


II.A libelous publication referred to 
no one by name, but spoke of the 
**doctor,’’ the’ ‘colonel,’’ and ‘‘Min- 
erva.’’ A witness was asked whom the 
supposed designations referred to. His 
opinion was admitted. 

Ill. The libel is in publishing an 
article which stated that ‘‘the London 
head of a large New York firm of cloth 
jobbers, meaning plaintiff, was the leader 
of an undertaking to raise money in 
England to bribe voters in the United 
States. Held, questions addressed to 
plaintiff as to whether there was any 
other person than himself who was the 
London head of a New York firm of 
cloth jobvers, and to witness for plaintiff 
as to who was the head of the London 
firm with which plaintiff was connected, 
were proper. 

In case II it was said: ‘‘The evidence 
ought to have been admitted. The wit- 
ness gave his reason for so thinking, and 
his opinion on such a subject, with the 
reasons therefor, which is evidence to be 
considered by the jury. The weight is to 
be determined by them in view of the 
reasons given. Oertainly it is admissible 
to aggravate damages. The more people 





who, upon reading an advertisement, 
think it refers to a certain man, though 
he be not named in the libel, the more 
does the publication injure the man. 
With the reasons for the opinion super- 
added, we are at a loss to see why it 
was not admissible. 

As well said in one case, in giving 
testimony of this character the witness 
is simply allowed to explain an ambiguity 
in a conversation or writing, just as he 
would in the case of a written contract. 

Proof of the effect produced on wit- 
nesses by reading certain newspaper 
articles is competent as bearing on the 
question whether the publication of the 
articles was an act of ordinary care and 
prudence, and also on the question 
whether the destruction of the pub- 
lishers’ property by some of the 
was caused by the publication of the 
articles. 

In a Kentucky case an action had been 
brought for libel in charging the plain- 
tiff, a judge, with incapacity. It was 
held that the opinions of witnesses that 
the bar of the county in which his court 
was situated considered him capable 
were inadmissible. 

In an action by a clerygman for libel in 
the publication of charges against him, 
the opinion of another clergyman as to 
the effect of such publication on plain- 
tiff’s reputation and usefulness in his 
office is inadmissible. ’’ 

This affords an excellent illustration of 
the methods pursued by the author. The 
work is divided into three ‘‘titles’’ the 
first treating of ‘‘Opinions of Experts,’’ 
the second, ‘‘Opinions no Identity,’’ 
aud the third ‘‘ Opinions of Ordinary Wit- 
nesses.’’ An excellent discussion is con- 
tained in Chapter VI., of Title 1, which 
treats of ‘‘The Expert Evidence of 
Physicians and Surgeons. ”’ 


Hamilton’s New York Negligence Cases, 
Classified, 1899; Annual, 
and edited by T. F. Hamilton of the 
New York Bar, Published by Mat- 
thew Bender, Albany, N. Y. 

The above as its name indicates is a 
collection of negligence cases decided by 
New York courts from January 1, 1899 
to Jan. 1, 1900, and embraces the period 
covered by the following reports : 

Court of Appeals, volume 158-161 in- 
clusive. 

Appellate Divison, volume 36-45 in- 
clusive. 

Miscellaneous volume 26-29 inclusive. 


This is the second supplement to the 
author’s ‘‘New York Negligence Cases, 
Classified,’’ thus bringing the work up 
to date. Of course, as stated in the 
preface, the digests of the various de- 
cisions are n ily not complete as 
the work is intended to be used merely 
as a skeleton guide to cases for a brief. 

It is :likely to prove of much value 
though there are one or two respects in 
which, we think there is room for im- 
provement. Take the subject of a pas- 
sanger being thrown from a car because 
the latter was started too suddenly. 
Instead of placing all the cases together, 
the author has divided them into three 
classes. The first is on page 10, under 
the head of ‘‘ Alighting,’ the second on 
page 16 under ‘‘Boarding,’’ the third on 
page 27 under the term ‘‘Sudden Jerk 
in Transit.’’ Now this very arrange- 
ment may prove of advantage when the 
work is read in conjunction with the 
author’s previous book, but if the latter 
is not already in the possession of the 
owner of the present work, he is likely 
to be put to some trouble. With this and 
one or two other slight exceptions, it 
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merits only commendation. The type is 
clear, and the general appearance and 
arrangement good. 

The American Law of Replevin and 
Kindred Actions for Getting Possession 
of Chattels, by Roswell Shinn, LL.D. 
Dean and Professor of Pleading and 
Practice in the Illinios College of Law, 
author of ‘‘American Law of Attach- 
ment and Garnishment,’’ ‘‘ Pleading and 
Practice for Illinois,’’ ‘‘ Pleading and 
Practice for Michigan,’’ etc. Published 
by T. H. Flood & Co., 172 Monrce 
street, Chicago, Ill., Price $6.00 net. 
Delivered to any place for $6.25. 

The author has divided his subject 
into three parts, namely, The Remedy, 
The Procedure, and Actions Arising from 
Replevin. In the first he has discussed 
the nature of the action, and when the 
right may arise, in the second the 
method of initiating and carrying on the 

roceeding and in the third the law re- 

ting to actions on bonds and against 
offices serving replevin writs, etc. 
While the work is well written and ad- 
mirably put together, yet it labors under 
the disadvantage of being a general book 
of practice. In it the author has not 
confined his attention to any particular 
state, but has attempted to explain the 
law and method of procedure throughout 
the Union—a most difficult thing to do. 
The treatise is consequently more gen- 
eral in its scope than we believe that a 
work of this kind should be, still it 
furnishes an excellent book of reference 
though for minute details of procedure 
in any given state we should recommend 
one which devoted itself exclusively to 
the practice herein. 

It is only fair, however, to state that 
the author has given much attention to 
New York law and many New York 
cases are cited. 





The Law of Electric Wires in Steets and 
Highways by Edward Q. Keasbey, 
Esq. Published by Calaghan & Co, 
Chicago, Ill. Price $4.00. 

The question of electric wires in streets 
and highways has lately become of con- 
siderable impotance certainly sufficient 
to warrant a second edition of this work. 
A summary of the chapters will give an 
idea of the matters treated. 

I. Introductory.—Legal Relations of 
the Wires to the Highways. —Division of 
the Subject.—Public and Private Rights. 

II. By what Authority the Streets may 
be Used for Electric Wires.—The Extent 
of Legislative control over Streets, and 
the Limits of Municipal Authority. —Re- 
cent Cases Relating Especially to the 
Electric Railway. 

Ill. Municipal Control.—Grants made 
Subject to Consent of Local Authorities. 
—How that Consent may be Given, and 
what, if any, Conditions may be im- 

sed 


LV. Municipal Control.—Police Regu- 
lations.—Extent and Scope of Police 
Powers.— License Fees.—Regulations of 
Fares, Tolls, etc. 

VY. Poles and Wires as an obstruction 
to the Highway.—How Far they are 
Justified by a Grant of Permission. 

Vi.—Underground Wires,—Power to 
compel Wires to be Put Underground.— 
Recent Cases on Subway Commissions. — 
Right of the Companies to Insist on Put- 
ting their Wires Underground.—Exam- 
ples of the statutes of the various States. 
—Reference to Statutes. ° 

VIL. Rights of the Owners of Abut- 
ting Lands with Reference to the Use of 
the Streets for Electric Wires.—General 
View. —Discussion of the Nature of the 





Abutting Owner’s Interest in the Street. 
—Recent Decisions in the Elevated Rail- 
road Cases Referred to. 

VIII. Rights of the Abutting Owner 
with respect to the Telegraph and Tele- 
phone.—Contrary Opinions.—Cases on 
Both Sides. 

IX. Rights of Abutting Owners with 
respect to Electric Light Wires for Pub- 
lic Lighting, and for Lighting of Private 
Houses.—Poles and Wires and Under- 
ground Cables. 

X. Rights of Abutting Owners with 
Respect to the Electric Railway.—Com- 
parison with Other Railways in the 
Streets.—Cases on the Rights of Abut- 
ting Owners with Respect to Steam Rail- 
roads, Horse Railroads, Cable Roads and 
Steam Dummy Roads.—Principle Gov- 
erning a)l These.—Application of it to 
the Electric Railway.—Recent Cases. 

XI. Condemnation of Private Rights 
for Lines of Electric Wires. —General 
Statutory Provisions.—If Private Rights 
are Affected, or Consent is Required by 
Statute, Condemnation is Necessary.— 
Requirements of Petition to Condemn. 

XII. Telegraphs on Post Roads.—Right 
of all Te’egraph Companies to Use Post 
Roads of the United States, ander the 
Acts of Congress. 

XIII. Interference of Different Kinds 
of Electric Currents.—Conflicting Uses 
of Electric Wires in the Streets. 

XIV. Unauthorized Obstruction of the 
Highway.—Liability for Injuries. 

XV. Construction and Maintenance. — 
Liability of Negligence, Defective Ma- 
terials and Dangerous Currents. 

XVI. Electric Lines as Property.— 
Real or Personal.—Mechanic’s Lien.— 
Taxation, etc. 


It should be noted that as stated by 
the author in his preface, although some 
of the questions discussed at some length 
in the first edition have been settled by 
subsequent decisions following the 
tendency that was then pointed ont, it 
has seemed best to retain what was then 
written and to add to it a brief account 
of the latter cases so as to present the 
whole course of judicial decision upon 
the subject. The work is excellently 
written, and the table of cases full and 
complete. 

Personally we do not care very much 
for the ‘‘laid’’ paper on which the book 
is printed; but that is entirely a matter 
of taste. 

An illustrative of the author’s style 
we transcribe the following from Chap- 
ter V., which treats of ‘‘ polls and wires 
as an obstruction of the highway. How 
far justified by grant of franchise. ’’ 

‘*Although an obetruction expressly 
authorized by the legislature cannot be 
regarded as anuisance, yet it is usual to 
make the privilege of using the streets 
for teiegraph and electric light lines 
expressly subject to the condition that 
the poles shall be so placed as not to 
interfere with public travel; and the 
courts are inclined to construe all such 
grants as subject to the implied condition 
that the poles shall not be so located as 
to be dangerous. 

But it has been held that even though 
there be a general authority to set upa 
line of posts and wires, the question 
whether a post in the highway is dan- 
gerous to travelers may be left toa jury 
to determine in an action for damages 
caused by a collision with a horse and 
wagon. The Court said that a plea of 
license from the municipal authorities 
under legislative power was not good, 
and that the vaidity of the ordinance 
was subject to the judgment of the jury on 
the question whether the pole as located 
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was dan us to travelers on the 
street. Where, however, in a complain 
claiming damages to a horse and 
which ran into a telegraph pole, jt ap. 
peared that the —_ were placed ag 
near the fence as they could be put with. 
out having the cross-arms encroach y 
private property, and that although they 
were along the level highway withog 
a ditch between, yet there were three 
traveled tracks, and the poles were got 
so as not to be an obstruction, it was 
held on demurrer that no cause of action 
had been set out, and that the question 
need not be left to the jury. 

With respect to electric railway poles, 
Judge Dixon, of the Supreme Court of 
New Jersey, charged a jury in a case gt 
the Passaic circuit that although the 
location of the poles along the middle of 
a street had been designated by the city 
authorities under a statute authorizing 
the use of electric motors, yet this was 
a mere permission to the company, and 
it was not obliged to use poles at all, 
and if it did so, it remained subject to 
the duty to exercise due care toward the 
traveling public and if the pole was g 
located with reference to @ passing car 
as to be dangerous to one attempting to 
enter the car, and such a person, exer. 
cising due care on his part, was injured, 


the company was liable. 


In a case in New York it was held 
that the right of a telegraph comyany to 
use the highway fvr constructing, 
operating and removing its line is sub- 
ject to the use of the road by the travel- 
ing public. The telegraph company has 
no right to use the highway so as to 
obstruct it and make it dangerous for 
public travel. The court said the evi- 
dence was sufficient to justify submit. 
ting the case to the jury on the question 
of the wrongful obstruction of the high- 
way. 

The obstruction of the highway by 
telegraph poles is justified only so far as 
it is authorized by law, and if the ex. 
tent of the obstruction exceeds the an- 
thority given the poles may be treated 
as nuisances and redress may be had by 
indictment by suit at law or bill in 
equity and city officers may even exer- 
cise the power of abatement. In a case 
in the Supreme Court of New York it 
was held that the people might maintain 
an action for damuges and for an in- 
junction against —e ft om erected 
along the sidewalk an leged to be 
higher and larger than were authorized 
but the jury having found a verdict for 
only six cents damags the court said it 
could not declare any particular pole to 
be a nuisance and refused to order any 
of them to be removed. The statute in 
that case contained the provisions com- 
monly found in statutes authorizing the 
construction of telegraph lines. It re- 
stricted the erection of poles to such as 
were necessary to the business of the 
company and provided that they should 
be so constructed as not to incommode 
the public in the use of the street. It 
was held that the company was not 
limited to the use of oe no larger or 
higher than absolutely necessary but 
that they had the right to use such as 
were reasonably sufficient and proper if 
they were so constructed as not to in- 
commode the public in the use of the 
street or sidewalk and the court said 
that to the extent to which the poles so 
constructed were reasonably necessary 
they were authorized by the statute but 
that to the extent to which they went 
beyond that in height or size or number 
they were illegal and were the subject of 
redress in the action. 
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if a pole or wire be unauthorized 
be a public nuisance it cannot be 
at down by & private individual unless 
it interferes with his right of passage 
slong the highway. pe 
Nor can an individual maintain an 
jon to abate such a nuisance nor to 
pave the creation nor maintenance of it 
ined by injunction unless he has 
me peculiar interest in the matter dis- 
tinct from that of the public at large— 
ome right of property which is affected 
thereby. In @ case in New York in 1889 
it was held that the commissioner of 
pablic work had the right to remove 
the streets electric light wire 
hich had become dangerous to the peo- 
and that he was justified in that 
case in doing it without notice.’’ 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


(ol. Cook was one of the counsel em- 

ployed to defend the Star Route con- 
tractors, who were indicted during the 
Administration of President Arthur. 


E. N. Lewis, said to be a lawyer and 
prominent politician of Lima, O., was 
recently arrested at Springfield in that 
State on a charge of embezzlement and 
forgery, preferred by the Guarantee Sav- 
ingsand Loan Association cf Cleveland. 
The amount involved is $200 and Lewis 
insists that his arrest is through some 
misunderstanding on the part of the 
Cleveland people. 


Washington, May 2—.The superintend- 
ent of St. Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum 
was this afternoon requested by the 
District Commmissioners to admit to 
the institution as a patieit William A. 
Cook, who, they state, has been found 
by Drs. H. ©. Duffy and Charles K. 
cones to be of unsound mind. 


The Kent County (Del.) Grand Jury 
on April 24th, found an indictment 
against former Secretary of State John 
D. Hawkins charging him with embez- 
dement. Mr. Hawkins is a well known 
lawyer of Dover, and the charges have 
grown out of the settlement of an estate 
in which Lawyer Francis Shunk Brown, 
of Philadelphia is interested. Mr. 
Hawkins was arrested some time ago on 
complain made by Mr. Brown, but it 
was thought the difficulty would be 
amicably settled and the prosecution 
dropped, but it was not. Mr. Hawkins 
was arraigned and pleaded not guilty. 
No date was fixed for the trial, and the 
case will probably be cuntinued until the 
October term of court. 

Two days later Mr. Hawkins was dis- 
barred at his own request from practis- 
ing as an attorney in the courts of Dela- 
ware. 

When the well-known barrister, made 
the application in open court, it struck 
his hearers almost dumb. Before the 
crowded court room, however, Mr. 
Hawkins arose, and, addressing the 
court said : 

“I desire, may it please your Honors, 
that my name be stricken from the list 
of practising attorneys of this court.’’ 

hen the excitement following this 
request had subsided Mr. Hawkins con- 
tinued : 

‘Now, I make this application not 
that I have any fear of the future. 
have none. Nor do I yield in personal 
perseverance or in mental courage to any 
man. Bat I’m not vain enough to 
think that I can properly care for my 
clients with the strong arm of this state 
continually over my private character and 
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my personal interests, and with personal 
spite and vindictive spleen forcing me 
out of business channels, and seeking to 
crush my very existence. Under these 
circumstances I deem it just to make 
this application.’’ 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


A CORRECTION, 
Seattle, May 21, 1900. 
Editor ‘‘ American Lawyer,’ New York 
City. 

Dear Sir: At page 219 of the May 
issue of the ‘‘American Lawyer’’ is 
what purports to be a news article con- 
cerning Judge Brown and the business 
of the District of Alaska, of which he 
has been appointed judge. The state- 
ment is worse than a mistake; it is ab- 
solutely false, and as a friend of the 
judge, and as a friend of fair treatment, 
I most vigorously protest. In the first 
place the impression created that the 
business in Alaska is suffering can 
scarcely be true. The district has been 
without a judge for about one month, 
but this has often occurred before. The 
appointment of Judge Brown was not 
made till April, and he was unable to 
leave eariler than May ist, which is 
quite as early as could be expected under 
the circumstances. But the venom of 
the writer is apparent in his statement 
that Judge Brown had gone to Washing- 
ton to lobby against the clause in the 
Carter bill providing that the judges of 
Alaska shall not be over fifty years old. 
Asa matter of fact Judge Brown has 
not been in Washington for some three 
years. Hedid not go there to seek the 
appointment, and after receiving news 
of his selection he was busily engaged 
until the time of his departure in ad- 
justing his business affairs in Wyoming. 
The statment attributed to his prede- 
cessor Judge Johnson as to the business 
condition of the district is wholly false. 
Judge Johnson has never stated more 
than that the provisions made for the 
administration of justice in Alaska were 
insufficient, and has never sought to 
convey the impression that the delay of 
Judge Brown was in any manner the 
cause of this condition. I trust you will 
correct this statement as a matter of 
simple justice. Very truly yours, 

M. D. LEEHEY. 

We trust that both Judge Brown and 
Mr. Leehey will accept our assurance 





BARGAINS 


IN LAST 
EDITIONS OF LATE TEXT BOOKS 


TERMS CASH. 


Express or Postage Prepaid, 25 Cents per 
Volume Extra. Orders of $20.00 or over, 
we will send charg:s prepaid if cash ac- 
companies the order. Books are all 
in good order, some as good as new. 
Order at once, as we only have 
one copy in most cases. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK C0, 


4t State Street, Rochester, N.Y. 


American Negligence Cases, 6 Vols 
American may Reports, 2 Vols 
American Electrical Cases, 6 Vols 
American Corporation Law Manual 
American Probate Reports, 8 Vols. 
Alger on Promoters of Corpora ions 
Anderson’s Law Dictionary 

Abbout’s Patent Law of Nations, 2 Vols 
Abbott's Cases on Evidence 

Bacon on Benefit Societies, 2 Vols............... ‘ 
Black on Judgments, 2 V ols 
Beach on Receivers 

Beach on Modern Equity Practice, 2 Vols 
Beach on Modern Equity Jurisprudence 
Biddle on Insurance, 2 Vols. 

Beach on Public Corporations, 2 Vols . 
Brown on Jurisdiction 

Church on Habeas Corpus 

Gobbey on Chattel Mortgages, 2 Vols 

Cooley on Torts. 

Donovan's Modern Jury Trials 

Daniel’s Chancery Practice, 3 Vols. 

Dillon on Municipal Coporations, 2 \ ols 

Elliott on Roads and Streets 

Foote on Incorporated Companies, 3 Vols 

Gluck & Becker on Kecelvers 

Jones on Liens, 2 Vols 

Jo es on Conveyancing 

Keener on Quesi Contracts. 

Hale on Bailments 

Hutchinson on Carriers 

Harris on Damages, 2 Vols., (by Corporations. ... 
Lewis on Eminent Domain 

Martindale on Conveyancing 

Loveland’s Forms 

Newell on Ejectment 

Rice's Probate Law 

Kice on Real Property 

Redfield on Railways, 2 Vols. 

Richards on insurance 

Rice on Kvidence, 3 Vols 

Ray on Negligence of fF reight Carriers 

Ray on Personal Negligence 

Pingrey on Real Property, 2 Vo s 

Perry on Trusts, 2 Vols. 

spelling on Private Corporations, 2 Vois 

Suinn Common Law Pleading. 

pmith’s Leading Cases, 3 Vols. 

Sedgwick on Dam 3 

hearman & Redfield on Negligence, 2 Vol 
utherland on Vam 3 Vols 

Travis on Sales,2 Vo! 

Wood on Railroads, 3 Vols. 

Wood on Landiord and Tenant, 2 Vols 

Williams on Real Property 

Works on Jurisdiction of Courts 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., 


41 State Street, Rochesier, W. Y, 


Caveats, Trave-Marxs, 
PATE \ CoprricGHTs AND 
Desiens. 
20 Years Experience. 


Enpvorsements FROM AcTUAL CLIENTS. 
FURNISHED ON REQUEST. 


Consult references in Washington—Bradstreet’s Agency | 
he Columbia National Bank and the Lincoln National Bank. 


E. C. SICCERS, 
NATIONAL UNION BUILDING, 
918 F Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 
































that no reflection was intended upon the 
former. As Alaska 1s at quite a distance 
from New York we are compelled to 
rely for information on sources other 
than our own personal knowledge, and 
thereby may, perchance, be guilty of 
injustice to our professional bretheren. 
We trust that they will both appreciate 
this fact, and exculpate us from any in- 
tentional slight. 
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RECENT DEATHS. 
mamma occ 


ALABAMA. 
William Dade McKinstry, Mobile. 


ARKANSAS. 
Judge J. A. Sheperdsen, Columbus. 
John C. Palmer, Brinckley. 
COLORADO. 
James L. Connelly, Denver. 
Judge Henry P. Krell, Leadville. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Edwin S. Bartlett, Hartford. 
Judge Henry C. Platt, Milford. 
William Alfred Jones, Norwich Town. 
Cooke Lounsbery, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Woodbury Wheeler, Washington. 
Gen. Allan Rutherford, Washington. 
Amiel J. Willard, Washington. 
FLORIDA. 
Ernest E. Pons, Jacksonville. 


ILLINOIS. 
Judge Vincent E. Fay, Taylorville. 
Major Edward F. Dutcher, Oregon. 
INDIANA 
William F. Norton, Columbus. 


IOWA. 
Willis A. Lathrop, Allicon. 


KANSAS. 

Judge Chas. Chadwick, Lawrence. 
KENTUCKY. 

Judge William M. Purnell, Paris. 
Judge Henry Clay Lilly, Irvine. 
Walter E. Warfield, Jr., Casky. 

MAINE. 
William H. Motley, Portland. 


MARYLAND. 


James Keith Marshal], Markham. 
Fetter Shryer Hoblitzell, Baltimore. 
James McColgon, Baltimore. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Rodney Lund, Boston. 
Henry S. Courtney, Lowell. 
Benj. E. Bond, Woburn. 
Edward S. Moseley, Newburyport. 
Arthur D. McClellan, Boston. 
Edward Wheelright, Boston. 
Samuej Snow, Cambridge. 
James F. Morrison, Boston. 
John B. O’Brien, Boston. 
W. C. Endicott, Boston. 
MICHIGAN. 
Judge Samuel W. Vance, Port Huron. 
Sullivan M. McCutcheon, Detroit. 
MINNESOTA. 
Judge W. W. Fitch, Anoka. 
J. F. Pope, Plainview. 
J. R. Mitchell, Sheldon. 
MISSOURI. 
Thos. J. W. Chew, Jr., St. Joseph. 
NEBRASKA. 
Judge Horace W. Brandon, Tecumseh. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Jos. H. Worcester, Lebanon. 
Peter Aubertian, Nashua. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Chancellor Alex. P. McGill, Jersey City. 


William S. Banter, Hackensack. 
NEW YORK. 

William K. Clute, Albany. 

Charles M. Reynolds, Cazenovia 

Edward R. Bootey, Jamestown. 

Jacob G. Runkle, Cobleskill. 

0. L. Tozier, Attica. 

DeWitt C. Sprague, Parksville. 

Thomas Jansen Powers, Peekskill. 


OHIO. 
 ?: H. Baker, Cincinnati. 
R. C. Hoffthan. Columbus. 
James H. Layman, Cincinnati. 
Isaac A. Justice, Youngstown. 
Judge Isaac Johnson, Wooster. 
John A. Lutz, Circleville. 
Theodore M. Hill, Newport. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
E. J. Wimmer, St. Mary’s. 
Charles Spencer Minor, Honesdale. 
ank Geise, York. 
John E. Shaw, Philadelphia. 
Alfred W. Gregory, Crafton. 
Geo. W. Ziegler, Sunbury. 
Newton Black, Butler. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
John Erastus Lester, Providence. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Phil. K. Faulk, Yankton. 
TENNESSEE. 


Judge William McFarland, Morristown. 


Judge J. Doherty, Decatursville. 





TEXAS. 
William M. Woods, Denton. 
David B. Culberson, Jefferson. 
James B. Goff, Austin. 

VERMONT. 
Judge James Barrett, Rutland. 


VIRGINIA. 
George Moffett Cochran, Staunton. 
Judge John F. Lay, Richmond. 
Judge Thomas Stanley Atkins, Richmond. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Waitman T. Willey, Morgantown. 
WISCONSIN. 


Samuel Howard, Milwaukee. 

David F. O'Keefe, Stevens Point. 
CANADA. 

B. N. St. Jean, Q. C., Montreal, Que. 

George B. Muir, Montreal, Que. 


WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Siethors of Partner Wentel uheiin, For Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted under this head, six lines or under. 
ore Seem. $1.50 ally eee 
pn nang hn — — A, - ———. 


Unless otherwise stated 
pa gy sod care AMERICAN sn tate 
AGENCY, Bee 411, New York City. 














LAW BUSINESS COMMERCIAL PRACTICE, 
with two offices, towns of 5 000 and 1,2u0 repre- 
senting «5 agencies, ]00 other foreign clients: receives 
4-5 ealnetion entire country, consequent litigation ; 
$700, cash only, ill health. Address Lock Box 28, 
Ottumwa, Iowa 





WASTED partner to take interest of retiring mem- 

ber in established firm in Western city. Must 
be capable of taking charge of Court work or commer- 
cial department. References as to ability and moral 
standing required. Address ““F. T. L.", care Ameri- 
can Lawyers’ Agency. 





RELIABLE lawyer, LL. M.; 20; six years city ex- 
ence, now member of firm, wishes to change 
location and form partnership or association with first- 
class elderly lawyer, with high grade practice, located 
in prosperous city. Only first class man with 
proposition need reply. References ey en and re- 
uired. “i ARTHUR J. KENDALL, P. O. Box 114, 
Par 





A® ATTORNEY, A.B., LL.B., 5 years in active 
L pomeaent now and for 3 years past all time em- 
loy+ fessor of law, wishes to re enter practice. 

W Sf at nm established practice, form partnership 
with tirm needing services, or accept position in law 
school in eity when part of time may ae oe to 
practice. References Address: “C. W. E.,’ 
American Lawyers’ Agency. 








Care and sale of local properties and securi- 
ties for non-residents a specialty. 
Lester & McCaRTNEY, Financial A 
Denver, Colorado. 


MF Any Case 


reported anywhere in 
the National Reporter 
System can be prompt- 
ly furnished in the ad- 
vance sheet pamphlet 
form for 


PF 25 cents. 








WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 






OF INTEREST TO CORPORATION 
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In many States of the Union laws bh 
prescribing certain duties to tbe prt oa + 
corporations 


which contem: 
a —_ ing business in 


ties for Don-toq, 
Binie by. Godcial prec dintaby suche tances go eaforcoment 
iy with the spirit oC the tog eeeone Cat fal tae, 


poche int it is apparen 
ae op Se bastnees @outaide of ae 
spective States, should some y 
by which they can learn what requirements a 


of them before } 
their pusiness in such States. —_— mn hoy 


With my at view THE American LAWYER her 
8 who are reliable men, rad 

who will rt a of alle NS PARTS ad 
© necessary cana to all d Ade easential 

the statutes of the States in which the affaire ct at 
corporation are to be operated. 


Where it is onan eetonts corporati 
ae te foreign ente can bomen 


process may 
Persons coming witbin the meaning of such lawseag 


make pe py = with such attorne 
for an annual fee for their services, which ought a 


be less than $10, nor more than $25 per annum 
The neglect to attend to those matters 


cere may deren 
or corporations of the right to 

nese some desirable State or terri : - 
them from bringing suit in some im t 


to corporations that sel] 
products in such State by means of beving 4 tok 
or operating any business while having no 


office, pony A other business ottice coming wit with 

in the purport af the statutes of snch States 
Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 
Arizona— 


Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 


California— MAGUIRE & GALLAGHER, (James G. Mp 
guire, ex-Congressman; James L. Gallagher, ex-City 
and County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 
San Francisco. 


Colorado— 

Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg 
New Haven. 

Delaware— 


Florida— William Fisher, 204% South Palafox st, 
Pensacola. 


Idaho— 
Illinois— 


Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 


lowa— 
Kansas— 
Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis 


Louisiana— 
Maine — 


ay > a & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 
East, itimore. 

Massachusetts— 

Michigan— 

Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lam- 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 

Mississippi— 


Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 


Montana— 
Nebraska— 
New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 


New Mexico— 


New York—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York. 


New York — LEONARD VAN BENTHUYSEN, ¥ 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, Buffalo. 


North Carolina— 
North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand Forks. 
Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus 


Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 
merce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scrantes. 


Utah— 
Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 


Virginia— 
Washi: gton— 
West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 





Wisconsin-— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee. 
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“TIsT OF ATTORNEYS 


psiTED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
B (REVISED MONTHLY.) 
eys named = rao other oqualy reliable 
Thanks, bankers, or er 
Motel vet bY lawyers of integrit; and a deed obit 
ialiere that every one of them te months of | of 
piorsement which we give by the placing of their 
herein. If, however. there is known to our 
weeoriber®, 8 at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
qeditably open any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
full information of the facte, and if our 
investigation shows that the complaints are 
Ee list will be par; accordingly. 
much complaints will be @s con, 
sending business to attorneys and re- 
always mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
are named in paren -hesis (), and county 
pata are indicated by a* 
Representation in this list will be given 
geredited attorneys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
jthens’ (Limestone) 
Attala (Etowah) . 
Refers to Bank of Attala. 
Je erson 
Sussemet * (Jefferson)............ E. Cc. winston. 1 
x5 Jeffercon County Savings Bank Bldg. 
Hill (Walker) Se 
Columbia (Henry) 


to the Manufacturers’ a, 


to 3 


Greenaboro* (Hale) 
Horee Creek ( W alker) 
* (Madison) 


Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toF irstN at.B’k and W.R. Rison&Co., b’kers. 


to Alabama National aaah, Birmingham, 
and the Bank of Jasper, J 


(Mobile 
SREGORY ‘a & H. T. SMITH. Commercial law. 
Practice in all courts. Attorneys for First 
National Bank, City National Bank, Louisville 
& Nashville RR. and Mobile Street Railroads. 
& GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis street. 
ice in all courts, State and United States. 
Prempt and persistent attention 
lection and all + 4 business. 
and con > References—First N. 
tional eople’s Banks, Mobile. Elecwhere: 
Bradstreet, Hubbell, Collector and Commercial 
Lawyer, Mercantile Adjuster, Attorneys’ The 
‘Me ccen W.M. Blak 
Entgumery” { ontgomery eece ey 
New — Son ee Send to Decatur 
( 


ALASKA. 
Peiddlacttveccccdscccscnccccusdesn Malony & Foote 


ARIZONA. 


Mees (Maricopa).... . 
wth 7 





p Aby SS . F. M. Sea Fone Soacut Jel 
ers to Hon cial 
District, Florence. 


ARKANSAS. 


comets Cann. 
Magonolia* (Columbia) 
Mena (Polk) 

Ozark 


Texarkana’ (Miler) 

Refers to Hempstead County Bank at _ MB vetrs 
Van Buren’ (Crawford) 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence) 


CALIFORNIA. 


Angeles* (Los Angeles) 
BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts of the United States. Special attention 
= commercial law and collections. Office: 
las Y By without permission to 
any es. Notary and steno- 
is in oy card.) 

murok & on 303-306 Bullard 

Piet probate law practice, 
© sixteen years’ experience. 

WORKS & LEE, 420 to 425 Henne Bldg. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California, San Diego 
Land & Town Co., San Diego Water Co., Con- 
solidated Water Co., &o. 


Watson & Buch 
..James Mills 


( 
Reddin 
io” (Riverside) .............. 


0) 
Diego) oscar A. vrRiel 
1015 Fifth st. Attorney for First Nat.B’k,SanDiego. 


SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 

BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts, State and Federal. Special attention 
given collection and commercial law. Notary 
and stenographer in office. Office: Phelan Bldg. 


(See card.) 
MAGUIRE & oa Parrott — 


San Jose* (San McGinnis 
San Lita Obi 


Refer to the Bank = wares 
Woodland* (Yolo) 


COLORADO. 


Amethyst (Mineral) 
Cripple Creek (El Paso) R.A 
"Lefer to Bimetallic Bank and Fin Nat 1 Bank. 
Delta* (Delta) 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Sank 
Denver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG, — a SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer References on application. 
LINDSEY & Pan 712-13-14 People’s Bank Bldg. 
— ‘erences : 37 Western Bank, Denver, and 
uffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 
CHARLES A. ag - yh 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran 


First National Bank. 
ie card rnt pape) 


> an Fate errs 
Refers to the Firsé National ani. 
Eldora (Bould 


Greeley* (Weld) 
Gunnison" ( | RRNA: 


Lake City* (Hinedale). rm -G. 
Refers to the Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 


~ > elgg 


(Fairfield 
. W. CAREY lof Bowker & Care 
. Especial 
State. 


), 24 Sanford 
facilities for collections in all 
yration, probate and com- 


* (Hartford) 

FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 813 Main st. Prestign 

all courte of the State. mango law 

and collections. - Seine ” Probate 
matters. Kei 

NEWBERRY, ELLSWOnTH & ma sede 50 State st. 
General Federal courts. 
Collection department ng prompt and care- 
ful attention. Deposit so before Fred’k 
W. Fuller, Notary Pubiic, Room 11, 756 — 
st. References: Hariford Nat’) Bank . 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co., John M “oe 
Yice-pres tUonp. MutualLifeIns.Co., all of Hart. 

AN 


we, J. COUGHLIN, Jr 
Collections and commercial law, specialties. 
Moodus yy Send 
ye, = wk (New 
New Britain ( i enenhandateinade B. F. GAFEN 
Room 2, 3 and 4, Stanley Bldg, 338 Main st. Gen- 
eral law practice erences: Mechanics’ Nat'l 
Bank New Britain National Bank. 
New Haven" (New 
SAMUEL E. wor, 2 Charch st, Collections 
-- sattention. References: 
— k, New Haven, and New Haven 
National Bank. 


Bank. 
William A. Wright, pitt National Bonk Bie, 





>. oe 

Wallingford (New Haven)......MICH 
i 8 a Make quick and prompt returns 
- X-- facilities the best for com- 
mercial business in of this county. Pro- 


secutip ‘—* for she on city. References: First 
National Ban me Savings Bank and Judge 


------.W. F. Causey 


‘ew Castle) 
WAL RH Mares. 839 Market st. Refers to Un- 
ion Nation al Bank of Wilm 
WILLIAM S. PRICKETT, 203 2 Bldg. Col- 
ms, corperation and commerciallaw. Re- 
: Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co., 
Union National Bank, William B. Sharp & Co., 


Charl 

WILLIAM F. SMALLEY, Equitable Bldg. Collections 
receive my prompt personal attention. Dela- 
ir monensin, eoupostons Rein 
‘or non- be FY 
National Bank of ware. “es 

BALDWIN SPRINGER, 838 Market st. Refers te 
Union National Bank of Wilmington. Also 
actary public. Depositions taken. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON (W: ) 
JOHN A. Stra, acre st. 


g distance 
BLACKBURN & BLA BURN, 472 aatetone ave. 
. C. 8. Blackburn, J. W. 


FRANK M. CHURN, Equity ‘ae se 
ity Bldg, S10 4 at. 
pe may Conn See 


wowen R GUERRY, 87-88 Fondall Bldg cane 
» te 
JAMES F_MULLALY, Warder Ble. Commercia) 
w, 
w, collections.” Refera to Loan 
LS Deedesheempeniate. 
HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F N. W. Expert @ 
Patent 








N.W. Patents and 


Patent Law. (See ade) 
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ee 
FLORIDA. | + Sapa... eadnccéal Ww 8. Bre 
‘oulon eG MReileehinheasa.... . 
Birtows (Polk) nennsescesso-snooesTuaker & Fucker Hotere to Banik of Burge, Dewey i Wea? My 
Braidentown (Manatee) ...............-- J.J. Stewart Wantalias (re — erecens W, Bg 
lary) cress E. J. Lutterlob Watseka* (Iroquois). as Moria 
Chipley ew askin on)......-----+---W. O. Butler, Sr cies | Wome egan* (Lake)... case 
ens Dek ry Co., Bankers, at ine place. Wheaton - Page).. A tea 
oratio Davis Whitehall ( ® (Bott). BW 
W inchester Deeeceéecesee o KM 
C. Jordan | CHICAGO* (Coo Woodstock* McHenry)............ oalyn & 
. Smal JOSIAH CRATTY, Floor 18, Security Building, 188 Yorkville" (Kendall)......+++++.--....... J Plage 
P Madison st., along. Chicago tare 
HC. Fisher, tons m. H. Bush & Co., hats 
F. C. Simmons & Co., gloves. Depositions INDIANA. 














a. naqunenihitina --Frank 
Brevard) ................James T. Sanders 


GEORGIA. 


y cmon ene erty)......... -----.D. H. Pope & 
BD dideamn dco tgnend — L WINCHESTER 
we £ 2 People 8 National Ban 
Ashburn (Worth)......... .............. J. A. Comer 
Refers toJ.S BotiakGo andW.A. Murray, Ashburn. 
BRE FI ncn nnccennesncevenccoscess Sol. Fiatau 
aie Se. to all ss business honses. 
Atilanta* (Ful 
MCELREATH , McELREATH (Walter McElreath 
Emmett McElreath 


), 715-717 Temple Court. 
General law ice and collections. Refer- 
ence: Third National Bank of Atlanta. 

Augusta* (Richmond) ........-. earn — 

———— 

Refers to.J 1. Beach, Clerk suc bART a povat 
ers * preme 

Buchanan* (Haralson).......... anseen 

Buena Vista* (Marion)........... «+----Geo. P. Mumo 

cnmtinanigmisiattinns Felix N. Cobb 
) Milner & Milner 





W. T. Burkhalter 
Didhccssensns seessones C. E. CARPENTER 


Chatham) 

Geo. W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bldg. Re- 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, Merchants’ 
National Bank or any other bank in Savannah. 

Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 
Chatham Bank, Savannah. 


Toomer & Sects. Refer to Bank of Waycross. 
eaboro™ (Burke)..........-.--- Seaborn H. Jones 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Waynesboro. 
IDAHO. 
Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 





(Ltd). Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. 
Caldwell* —_ Btacuinticsntenoet ses A. Griffiths 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Galdeati 
GE” GNA occ cc ccccccccccccocce L. H. Johnston 
Tdaho Palle" (Blackfoot. a J. Briggs 
Lewiston* (Nez Perces) . Frank J. Young 
Moscow* —_ beeedeon James H ae 
Payette (Canyon)..............--+-+------d. Rogers 
Pocatello* (Bannock) mepeweimen mages E. P. Blickensderfer 
Ralmon City* (Lemhi) ...............--..- F. J. Cowen 
Weiser* (Washington)................-..- J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 
Abingdon (Knox)............ .......-- Dennis Clarke 


Alton (Madison) 

















aera Sr Alice Manning, Notary Public. room!308. 








... Send to Peoria 
-Bee 
(Vi -. Wm. A. Yo 
(Macon -Mills & Fi 
SE acuducneececstnenataenen ay Ae —— 
Downer’s Grove (Du Page)....... cHARLES MK teecn 
Durand (Winnebago). .................-- 
Dwight (Livingston)............. Rombe bg ar 
er to National 7 of Chicago or any 
business man in Dwight, Il 
Maurice V. Joyce 
aebeden Wright Bros. 
Powers & Baldwin 
wood ( Send to Peoria. 
El Paso (Woodford) asend bonduceeccual -_ F. Bosworth 
Fairfield (Wayne) .................-. T. Martin 
my to Pendleton, Johns & Co , —~ ers. 
Ne, ee 'W. N. Cronkrite 
ee’ an Bank of Freeport. 
Fulton (Whiteside)............. is F. L. Holleran 
PGE ND in vicscddnscccoducé Martin J. D 
Cone ian) deneaenguoncseanal WM. D. GODFREY 
Galesburg National Bank Bldg. Attorne 


Galesburg National Bank, Oneida State 
Oneida, Ill., Bank of London Mills, London Mills, 


Greenup (Cumberland) ............--. Send to Mattoon 
ae (Saline)....Choisser, Whitley & Choisser 
Marshall) eguodaanesscceveceeness Fred 8 Potte: 
ai P CRIN. onc cgececcseeestod hn Blackner 
Hillsboro* (Mentgomery)............. Fred. A. Randle 
Refera to Hillsboro tational Bank. 
Hinadale (Du Page)..........-.-- CHARLES H. LEECH 
Sacksonville* (Morgan)...............-. Richard Vater 
SOE CW i nccccccteseccstseescoss iggins & Walter 
Kankakee* —s- pues angina’ Daniel H Paddock 
Kewanee (Henry)...................-- Blish & Lawson 
Kirkwood (Waren) pcdccaccoooeesossees M. Nixon 
Lincoln* ( D 6gcehnscaesonasaeendes 8. L. Wallace 
Macomb* (McDonough)...................- L. B. Vose 
Marion* (Ww ccescoccecssocecd Geo. W. Young 
ee Andrews & Vause 
Refer to an new 3 in Matteon when ys,” 


Wood & Peek 





jg 
Refers to the People’ 8 and Second National Banks, 

SERENE? CRT csc ccccccocecsesesannece 4 E. Sanford 
Mound City* inssevecnesess William A. Wal 
Mount PY CW EREEED cvccccccecoccs 8. R. Putnam 
—— Carroll* "Brown. eonsescosas > & Son 

Sterling* paeesossed ubbard & Reid 
Mount Vernon* (J oteeecannn C. H. Pattor 
Naperville (Du Page)............ CHARLES H. LEECH 
Neoga ( Pivcontectsusohaed Send to - one 
I iccccccscnces cunt cundinns C. Ritter 

fers to First National Bank and Olney Bank. 
Oregon* (Ogle) .........-.....-+-- eoececee oF 
Cdtara? Cia Balied...ccscc cccese cectscoseess H. G. Cook 


609 La Salle st. | Pee to First National and 
National City Banks. 
| vor (Christian) eecccecescoce E.A. eG. Mie & Son 
dy Seqsvceseeseuce R.L. &G —? 
Posue” brnceccoccccscceses cosseée< H. Wylie 
Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also — National Bank, Petersburg. 


Peoria* (Peoria) ................+----- Henry C. Fuller 
Pontiac* aiaees dee cantous rry G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any oak in iivingston County. 
a nmeecdcanone enderson & Trimble 
nts HB. Cl COFFIELD, 510% Hampshire st. Commercial 
law and collections. Refers to State Savin 
Loan & Trust Co. and Ricker National Bank. 
Rantoul (Champaign).........-......- Thomas J. Roth 
ay (Gallatin)............ Phillips & Rittenhouse 
Rockford* (Winne’ Pcccccescccees Frost & McEvoy 
Rock Island* (Rock Island)........ “;omeinpameinees 
Refers to Rock Island National Bank 
Rushville* do hog paocten sescoteuenll ia A —_ 
Saybrook (McLean).................- 
Shelbyville eee WwatTeR Cx HEADEN 
Soronto (Bond) .......----.-0---+---+-- D. Matney 
Speingaae (Sange 
GORGE A. NERS, Over First National Bank. 


Refers to any bank in the ci ty. 
(La Salle) 






eee eweeennee 
ad 


aotertiie (Christian)............+- James M. Taylor 
Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. 


Anderson* (Madison 


Au 
Batesville (Ripley) 
Bedford* (Lawrence 


08) 
Refers to ae —s of Bedford. 


Louden 
oe to Firet Nat National Bank of Blouse 
Marshall 


es 
)onevenneensen Ww. be 


Bloomington* (M 


 aeereeaboren 





Oe ee new eewwne 


anvrdee’ QWaldegi 20222022222 


Columbus* ( 


ny 


ra 
Fi 






i 





Fi 
HT 





ai i 


igton. 


-E.K. 


WE) cccccccces. William Pa 





Refers to the First ae Bank. 
Crawfordsville* (Mon Robert W. Caldway 

Refers to First Nat'l and and Citisens’ National Bay 
Crown Puint* — bbeddéucvose - Willis U, MeMabe 
Decatur* ( pe James T. M 
Dunkirk (Jay)..... anes ed Ee 
Elkhart (Elkhart) .. ba'We Gi. Haneusa 
Elwood henge -+- --- Greenlee & (yj 

(Vanderburgh)... CHARLES L. WEDDing 
Refers to the Old National 


Fairmount (Grant) 


ee 


Hee eeeeenewee 


. ZOLLARS, WORDEN 
Pittab hore and attorney = of Fo, BE. = 

arg. ayne R 
Hamiitos National bank. . 


Frankfort* (Clinton) 


(Allen) . 





&20LU 


‘Tete 


adison) . Pariov 
Goodland (Newton).. . W. Ovwa 
Goshen* (Elkhart) ..... er & Miller 
Greencastle (Putnam). - Jackson Boy 
Greentield* (Hancock). - Marsh & Ook 
Greensb ) m C. Jenking 
Hammond (Lake)............... S F. GRIFF 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Hartford oy Bom mne Blackford)...........-- John A 
Heltonville ( Rc epseseewesasts Send to 
Huatington* (Huntington)........ Spencer & Branya 
a ) 
H. BULLOCK, Ingalis Bldg. Twelve years. 


List of commercial clients and references q 


application. 


JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Serna 


Refers to 


Fletcher National Ban 


MORRIS & newaqees, Commer Club Bidg. 
Practice Federal, State and Supreme 





illiam 
— (Delaware)........ .. cocccs Bingham & Long 
Nappanee (Elkhart)......... eoreeeeee J.5. M 
New Albany* —_ cccocces sence cbseeo Jacob Herter 
New Harmony (P 4 


‘osey) 
to New fameny. Banking Co. 


Reters 
Oakland City CBORD . 0 cncccce coscet . Osborn 
Refers to People’s State Bank of Oakland Ho 
Peru* (Miami)............. «-«..-Mitchell & 
Plymonth* (Marshall)................Harle 
Portland* (Jay) ........... «coee---d0hn F, 
Princeton* (Gibson) .............- or ong A. a 
Refers to Farmers’ Bank, P. x 


Remin, (J Cp ty 


bao eee Wares} e) 
ene eh 





.Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Spencer)...... - KRAMER, HEURING & MAY 


Aete tee ams and refer to The Farmers’ Bank. 
Rockville* (Parke)............ oc covcceste Elwood Hust 
Shelbyville’ (Shelby) ...... ave, & Morrises 
South Bend* (St. Joseph).........-..----- D. Harris 
Sullivan" (Sullivan)............ anvoinerte . LEACH 
Ww > “yaaa Depositions “a 
‘eegarden (Marshall)...... eneseessacaed 
Tarr Haute” Vinee. Jutwbeensd  bebaae Frank A. Kelley 
CPs decssccscosscacccces _E. 





Washington" (Da nv (Davies 4 
6 (Pulaski). 


Winease* 


e's National 


See Plymouth 
‘Paige & Padgett 


(Pulaski)....c0cccocesccosscceee ye & Nyt 





ime) | 


it 


zt 
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Graettinger (Palo Alto).... 
Grinnell" (Poweshiek)...........-..-- Hain 
Center* (Grundy)............ Elisha A. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Pickina) sccccccccscocccocoes J.C. Thompson 
-CHARLES E. McPHERREN 


i 


P. 
ud, 
Wy, 








Guthrie Center* (Guthrie) ..........W 
Ham Fremont Hi 


ia 


Pal 


to Farmers & Merchanta Bank of Caddo. 
Charles L. Fechheimer 
.. Send toJ.C. Starr atVinita 


betes Dist. Dcccccccsccccoeces See Wag 
amt & West 


ah 


id 


ee 


BE. 


oa 


(Cherokee Nation) 


pton’* — jee cusectesdad Fred _ 









.-.. Send to Emmeteburg | Webster City* (Hamilton).............. Wesley Martin 
L Kossuth te 














Refers to Shelby County Bank of ao 
Hartley (O'Brien) 


Refers to Hartley State Bank and C. 
Co., bankers. 


= 
- 


fi 


NtOLOC) «en e --neeene 
~ the Uhickasaw WWatlonel Bank. 


cA lester (Choctaw Nation) 


Hawarden (Sioux)..............- Hatehinson & Piank 
General law practice. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to North western State Bank. 


W. Black Practice in all the courts. Re- 
fers to First me eneh sore 


if 


- 


J.T 
Refers a ont 8. H. PF swe 
Principal Chief Cherok io 


aa 


Hil 


oe 


Humboldt (Humboldt)........ Prouty, Coyle & Prouty 
 —, Homer 8. os 
Independence’ (Buchanan). : 


Indianola* (Warren) 





Refers to the Warren County Bank. 


Cherokee sn 00 bbdieamiedthe J.C. Sta 
to T. S. Remsen, merchantatGrove, Ind. Ter. 


Wagoner (Creek Nation)...... 


iF 


Ll 


A 


— 


rFRFG* 


ERE POOR LET ELECT SE Hi. P. Armitage | < Mare* (Plymouth 


ity” (Johnsom)..........-..-- Edward E. Ehret 
is (Hardin).............. Funk & Hutchinson 
Jeflerson* (Greene) 


























8. C. 
Lake City (Calhoun) een enbineniees Hutchinson & ba ~- 
La Porte City (Blackhawk) .L. Ha 








Do ncancceodeonscos Send to Fort 


Refers to First Nedional Bank. 


Townsend & Mason 


Lenox (Taylor). ........+..--e0e-e-00+--- J. B. Dunn 


Livermore (Humboldt) ............ 


poccescocesecesoosecs E. V Swetting 
jeasae éeses cuceauaias .M. B 

-). Walter E Haynes 
.Send to Estherville 


lids 


ae 
a 


& 







Manchester’ (Delaware) 
Manning (Carroll) 
Maquoketa* (Jackson 
* (Iowa) 







Jig i 


s 


Semingham (Tan Buren) . os 


amar (Ww ‘inneshiek) 





FrrFeil 


I). 
Cedar Falls ( Blackhawk) .. 


4 
Z 


Oedar Ra 
ALBERT T. COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bidg. 
National Bank 


Security Savings Ban 
JOHN N. . Guanes. Commercial and corporation 
_ Prompt attention to collections and de- 
ractice in all courts. Notary 
Refers to Cedar Rapids National Bank, 
American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
& Son. and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 


6 
a 


Newell (Buena Vista) 
* (Jasper)..... 
Ocheyedan (Osceola) . 
Oelwein (Fayette) ; 
Onawa* (Monoma)................ McMillan & 
Orange City* (Sioux)................ ..Urr & Te Paske 
ana vieies dhddenwaeaen G. F. Humbert 
fers to the Mitchell County Bank. 
Osceola* (Clarke) 
Oskaioosa* (Mahaska) 
Ossian (Winneshiek). 
Ottosen (Humboldt) . 


Charles City* (Floyd) 


Refers to the Citizens’ National sa 
Charter Oak (Crawford) 
Cherokee* (Cherokee) ... 

Refers to First National Bank. A general law 
Collections and real estate litigation, 
specialties. Notary public. 


* (Mitchell) . 


Packwood (Jefferson). . 
Paton (Greene)............ 
Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) . 


sc adesccddaacaneee iiamge e B. Phelps 


P ind - 
Ooanei! Blut (Pottawattamie).. < Primghar* (O'Brien). 


Rippey (Greene). ... 
Rock 7 (Lyon) 
W. E. HOOPES. 


Refers to the Iowa State Savings Bank and R. G. 


kee 8) sneientialimiasal 
Dayton (Webster) .................0-- J. H. Lindburg 
Decorah* (Winneshiek) H. F. Barth 


Lobrville (Calhoun).... ...... ....-- Send to Jefferson 
Lorimor (Union) 






wees cecccseccecececs E. T. BEDELL 

















R. W. McGrath 
Refers te Wien > B’k and State B’h of Protenia 
(Finney) Milton Brown 












Hee eee eee een eee wnee 











tions a specialty. Loans and abstracts made. 





eee eee eeeeareewnere 








Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
ouea in Brown County. Notary in ow 
to Sheridan County ; Bank of Hoxie, 
a Cation) desseceaéou oadeceanaeq 










Neola oo ea EE ’ 








etek, aaeiveae wuchgateict & McCall 


iret National Bank 






apello). 


Rolfe (Pocahontas) ...........- 


© CENTRE). cc ccc pcvectensdeccds J. P. Conner 
veal (Polk) . 7 
UMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer to lowa National and Valley Nat’) Banks 
DUDLEY & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 
Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 
eral law practice. Thoroughly equipped col- 
lection department. 
Dubuque (Dubuque) 


Rathven (Palo Alto) ..... ...... ~ Send to Emmetebarg 
Sac City" (Sac) 

















err ererr rrr err reer sy 





Leavenworth* (Leavenworth) 
A general law practice in all courts; 
ee in office. 





C. R. MIDDLETON 









Refer to any bank in 




















wee eee wees eeeeee cece 






A general law practice in State and 
Federal courts. Collections and real estate _ 
gation specialties. No 

office. Kefers to Iowa Ban 


Rock Valley (Sioux) 


Resonn EE: .....Jdehn W. Poore 





and sten 
and Fi 










Sanborn e ec Accnteescssensdsccced J. %: Willees 







) 
Shannon City — eee 






Shenandoah (Page). Seder cccscccocccceoes Ge 
gh RO oO. + Clark 


Sigourney* porn esccccesoancs 


LYON & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sta. Refer to First 
Nationa] Bank, Dubuque; dam 
and U. 8. Express Co. sand an 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The H. B. Clafiin Co., 
New York: Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chicago. 

Duncombe (Webster) 

Dunlap (Harrison) 


Sioux City* (Wood 
LOHR, GARDINER 

tions, de 
Refer to 

Sioux Rapida (Buena Vista) .. 

Speman” (Claw)... ccccccccceccecs Buck & Kirk patrich 

Spirit Lake* (Dickinson) L. 

Storm Lake* (Buena Vista) 


Refer to First Nat'l Bank and Hardin Co. “Bank. 
Elkader* (Clay ton) 
Emmetaburg’ (Palo Alto) 
Estherville* (Emmet) Geo. 

Refers to First Nat'l Bank and Bank of Estherville 
Fairfield* (Jefferson) smi 
Fonda (Porahontaas).......... .......- Z. C. Bradshaw 


ton* (Cedar) 
cledo* (Tama) 








ER R LOHR, Masonic Bldg. Collec- 
itions and general law practice. 
erchants’ and Security Nat'l Banks. 


netadaael D. F. Jo‘nator 







Refers to py A National 


4mith Centre* GE nccedcccccceguces coun E. x. Rice 
seven éaecdseteinncdekes leone aeail W. B. Ham 











Wallingford (Emmet).............8 


Fort Dodge* (Webster) 
Fort Madison” (Lee) .... 
Garner ‘ Hancock) 
Glasgow ee 


Glidden (Carroll)... 


Waterloo’ (Blackhawk) 
Waverly* (Bremer) 
A. M. Potter 


Watson & Weber 
-Ramsay & Blackstone 


i CERRO D eaeeeEe F aifa 









Edward L. Smalley. Refers to 
verly. 


Gowrie (Webster) 











GEORGE A. HURON. Toanet attention to mercan- 
Refers to First Natidnal, 


er aa a National and Central Nat'l Banks 
in all courts. 





Trar ES eee Endicott & Pratt 
Villisca (Montgomery) } 
Vinton* (Benton) 









kehaaudeus feueedentemeniel eusaianers 
Washington’ (Washington) 
¥-lingten* (Sumner) . 









Refers to German-American Loan 
& Trust Co.'s Bank, Waverly. 






Winfield* (Crowley) 
Yates Center* (Woodson) ....Stephenson & 
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en Benford (Yori Riadeedsdbaas'vans carmel Fred J. Alen | "GHAS E nOkGe a 
Boyd) anon -neennnnsi D. W. Steolo, Jr. | “*"kttorney for Sanford National Bank = eral inw prection. "Relerence. Gam 
> Ret ang 
swe Cae —: Wilkins & Manat Skowhegan’ (Somerset)..........++- George W. Gower Safe Dep. & Trust Go. and Seen p Prints 
Clindon™ Hic ”. r) : —— Re ear | Thomaston (Knox)..............+.-- J. H. H. Hewitt PATRICK wae 475 Main st. eters to Pye 
( ( ta onggeroes al —— Waterville (Kennebec) ............... Harvey D. Eaton Nati Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Qo, 
te . * ¢ : ons ons | West Gardiner (Kennebec).......... Send to Gardiner JOHN MCKEAN 5 Elm st. Collection 
Falmouth" (Pendle) amas Pam shen Second National Bank. S- Refers ty 
Franktort* (Franklin)..............---- . Lindsey O. E, WESSTER, 431 Main ot. Refers to Fint my, 
ee (Garten) --..---ecn-envseenee-B B B.  Wilhets MARYLAND. LOUIS F. WHITMAN, Court Sq. Theatre Bldg 
Henderson* (Henderson) .............. Geo. D. Givens | Annapolis* (Anne — Sieben James R. Brashears lections receive my eo attention, Rs. 
Lexington* A ncenncccccencsesieces C. W. Miller | BALTIMORE (Raltimo: a grap estimony, 9. 


UIS VILLE* (Jetterson) 
BARNETTS ‘a POSTON, 250 Fifthst. Attorneys for 
National Banking Co. and German 





Bank. Practice in —— and Federal courts. 
insurance and corporation law, 
specialties. 
Mayfield* (Graves) ................-.0---- R. O. Hester 
icionenesaacte sal Milton Johnson 
Dincencenhsotacckeconds Chas. A. Wood 
ee oe (Union) 
& Davis. Refer to any bank or business 
house in connty. 
Morgantown* (Butler) ikke abies corey & WHALIN 
Mount Sterling* yee aia H.R Prewitt 
Refers to the Exchan, k of 4 
( 





New Orieans* ( 
— is |. ANSLEY, 220 220 Carondelet st. Refers 


3 ), New Orleans. 
Other mad furnished if desired. 

JAMES kh & JOHN D. NIX, 1.7 Carondelet st. Refer 
to isiana National Bank. Diligence and 
satisfactory charges guaranteed in collections. 

Wells & Weils 

Poccccccccccce Leonard & Randolph 


Ashland (Aroostook) ...............- Seth S. Thornton 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner. Judge of Probate. 
(Androscoggin) Oakes Pulsifer & Ludden 
Refer to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 
First Ni Bank, both of Auburn. 


igen 
ison & Arnie 
-Oakes, YPuleifor & Ludden 
ton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
First National Benk, both of Lewiston. 


Livermore Falls (And ) 
The National Commercial & Guiecting Laney. 
G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer to ermore 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. 
Oldtown ope ee cen gene tiem deeh natal 
Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown 
Pittsfield a Somerset i aadschi tei \iiliamtiaibiasaiie Abel Davis 


) 
Pittefield National Bank. 


we eereweeereeeaee 
eer eeeeeeewarns 





FRANCE & BARTLETT, 21-24 Bank of Baltimore 
Bldg. Keferences: U.S. Fidelity & tiuaranty 
Co., Nat'l Bank of Baltimore, Nat'l Exchange 
Bank and First National Bank. (See advt.) 


MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and banki ng law. We pay special 
attention to collections. Notary in_ office. 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House, 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na- 
tional Exchange k. 


. & RALEIGH, 10 Hopkins P’ tion Bee 
Merchants’ Protective t& i Osten 





reau. Notary and Commissioner of Deeds in 
Mabe, Counsel. R P wong Bd 
obray. ere to 1e'8 
Merchants National —, ‘National . Setenge 
and Commercial & F: 
Bel Air* (Harford) ................ ‘enanet 8. -« D 
Cambridge* (Dorchester) ............ Wm. O. Mitchel) 
Chestertown* (Kent)....................- John D. Urie 
Crisfield (Somerset) Send to Princess Anne. Ma 
arson yl wevacnanseogs David ~ Robb 
Easton* (Talbot) ..............-.s0--- J. Frank Tur: er 
ee , eae L. Marshall 
Frederick* (Frederick) ................ Baker Johnson 
* (Washin Deccocse Armstrong & Scott 
Hancock (Washington).......  ..... ohn T. Mason 
Refers to the Hancock 
Princess Anne* (Somerset)............... 


(Somerset) Gordon Tal) 
Refers to Savings Bank of Somerset County and 
Bank gh eee 





IN* (Suffolk) 
MOULTON, LORING & amma, 31 State st. Refer 
to Old Colony Trust Co 


aeegenas H. READ, Attorney ot Low, 20 Devon- 
Law, ‘collections, > d 
a of Deeds 
Counsel for READ’S Legals BROAN. 
TILE AGENCY. Refer to Colonial National 


Bank, Oliver Diteon Co., Jordan, Marsh & Co. 
Boston Daily Globe. 
Brockton (Plymvath)......-....-.--- Herbert H. Chase 
Refers to Brockton National " 
Brookfield (Worcester) .............. Hi E. Cottle 
ambridge’ (Middlesex) ............ A oJ. Daly 
Chicopee (Hampden)............... JAMES H. LOOMIS 
a at — - ~ Notary Public. Chicopee 
3s (Hampden)........... 
Clinton (W orcester) ........-....... A. Evans 
( — bisienetn pbs coneiten Send to Pittsfielc 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... Send to e 
= River (Bristol) .....-.....-......- SWIFT & GRIME 
and ‘‘ommercial Law. Attorneys for Po 
ra ‘ational Bank, National Union Bank, 
River Savings Bank ” Savings Bank 
corporati 
Fitch * (Worcester)...........+-- Cc H. Blood 
Foxboro ~ eit eum ter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pree't Foxboro Sav. Bk 
Gres Barrington’ (Berkshire iwecntia 0. G. Bidwell 
. Hampshire) ................ to Holyok« 
hcrbstermecocceseses Vere Goldthwaite 


Holyoke A eae 
John Hildeth Refers to Holyoke National Bank 
and Home National Bank. 
M.3 O'CONNOR Marble Block. Best facilities for 


collections. Reference: Any bank in — 
Lawrence* (Eesex)..........+++se++- Sweeney & 
Lee —— peacscccescasscoccoccccccece A.B. 
58 Central st. Refers to Prescott National Bank 
Lunenburg (Worcester) .........-.-. Send to Fitch 
L (Eesex)....-- ener = I H 
: (Middleses)<cccv scone 2 Taft 
‘ ww (Bristol eee reeeeeee Alex. 
ow (Essex) ......0020.-eseeeeee N. H. pe 
North Adams (Berkshire) 
— & nny vm Comment law ncereetene. 





eaeeeceseseee eeeceeee 


Edward. 
er gages ae He Brow 


rence work taken. Member New York 
References: J ee. B. Maynard, Springfel 
John Hancock National Bank, Sprin 


Hon. Geo. E. Waldo, 32 Nassau St., New ork, 


Tannton* (Bristol)................- G. Kd iddaang 
Waltham (Middlesex).................... fia 
Watertown — cecccccccccecs- Awa 

Westfield ( en) 


eecccccocccs eDWARD), viene 
Room 1, Gow dy Block. Collections anc commereig) 
law. References: First National Bank. 


Westminster (Worcester)........... Send to Fi 
W .uchester (Middlesex)............. 8. Li 
Worcester* (Worcester) 
RICE, — ce, » et at. Practice ina} 
cou. orou, u oll 
tment. Refer 0 ony 4 an r or bee had 
ae a WOOD, State M ost Bite. 
tate Mu All branche 
of legal work. Collec positions. Re. 


fer to any National bank in Worcester. 


Z MICHIGAN. 





Berrien) 
Commercial and eorpora a 
tention an to collections rough beri Coun 


g. a. atervleit, Eau Claire, Bernen 5 
vensville and Bridgman. Reference, Farmer 
& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 


Calumet, (Houghton) 
4. Refers to First National Bank 


of Calum 
LARSON & GALBRAITH. General law 


practice, 
Collections receive prompt attention. Notary 
and s her int offies. References: Firs 
Nationai 


wccceccccccc sconces W ileerd 
connor (Ww 
WILLIAM L. ANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- 
ber Commercial Law League of America. Re 


Rapids (Eaten) ............+..- Corbin & Peters 
Flint* fort ea encesdescesacccuceses om 8. Lee 
Fremont (Newaygo)........-.--.---.--+-A. F. Tibbits 
Grand (Eaton) peocceccesceses 
Gladwin* ( ME ccccccccccccescences J.T. Campbel 


t) 
ara DLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi 
ea me S Se : Commercial 
w and collections. to Old National 


Bank of Grand 
TAGGART & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michigan Trust Oo. 
‘or, . com- 
mercial law and collections. ‘er to Grand 
Rapids National Bank. 
Hancock (Houghton)........... Dunstan & Han 
Harbor Beach (Huron)...............- Charles L. Hall 
Hart* (Oceana). pesewesdoocncee ccce 8. 
Hartford (Van Buren).................-- 


A. H. Tuttle 
Refer 1g Hartford ixchange Haak and Postma 
—— iedel) sursooeausst Pig Lr 
* (Honghton)............ 12) 
a Before to Bol 3'B 


McKibbea 





and The Wrckhott Harv. Co. of J: wn 
Kalamasoo* ( Poccce eoce & t) 
Lake Odessa (Ionia)............0..++ Wesley H. Mains 
L Anse* (Baraga)............++-s00++ P_R. McKernan 
Poncocescceocecccecs — he FINCH 
8 to a National and State Sa Sy, 
Lapeer* (Lapeer)............--.----- 
eae siscé ational Bank of Lapeer, 
Laurium (Houghton)..............-.. Send to Calumet 
Manistee* (Manistee) .............----.- Benedict 
ee, a ecccce Chas. R. Brown & Son 


eee are ewerseesene: 
eaeeee 
Peerrer rrr, 
eee new eeteeaseeasenes 


Wiles ( 
North Branch. (Lapeer).......... -+-.Send to 
Oteego (Allegan) 


eccccececccccececccces He O. 
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NEBRASKA. 
0 wag MET ois. Rosenthal & Son and First (Harrison)..........8en 
es veceeseeeeeess --JOhn H Patterson | Hattiesburg* (Perry).............---+---+- 
a com) ao eee THORINGTON McComb City (Pike naan 
B a on. er the itizens’ 
wns" — Misalestp) ore Hasriess)..... Cocnrat AY Noland 
ity” ( Dedinentecosaes oO) 
> h pple ah co Matobes (Adams) necevecessercscese Ernest E. Brow» 
jalt: Thecongnly og collec- | Rosedale* (Bolivar). CHARLES SCOTT 4 E. H. WOODS 
: all oetmnt. Re MY aetna Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 
a and —- Banke of East Saginaw. Memphis National Bank, Memphis. Tenn. a 
: bar, guint Joveph* (Berrien .---Frank P. Graves | Scranton* (Jackson)................ Bullard & Bullard | Crete (Saline)........-.....0.----eseee- M. H. Fleming 
field, “Samer and po nna ‘practice. § at- | Vicksburg* (Warren) ......... -.-.- Shelton & Brunim | David NE iicicnnancccisastdaciban E. R. Dean 
tield: given to collections through Berrien Coun- | Williamsburg* (Covington)............... J. 0. Napie (Clay SS Sa aS & Boden 
Cork: oie Wore Eau ese ng’, ree RAR Se Se: . J. Moss 
i an on we vate eee | Fl SS ET Se” . B. 
<7 Se ants’ Bank of Benton Harbors MISSOURI. py SP naam "Sans et Lande 
toe Marie" (Chippewa) ..-...-.- Ft ili ii. os scvcnicsgsacedans L. P. Norn an | Fremont* (Dodge).................. re} L. Loomis 
Ney hates 0 the First National Bank mh ee ta... Send to Winona | Fullerton* (Nance) ..-....--.-.------ W. F. Critchfield 
weia) A arin (Kent)..----------+--02e2e cannes ster | Bloomfeld* (Stoddard).......... .----. E. J. Williams | Geneva* (Fillmore)............-.------ a 
Refers to the Bloomfield Bank. Gordon (Sheridan).........---.--.-- Send to Rush 
rn * | Boonville (Cooper)... --+eeas+ena--- _W. G. Pendietor | Gothen w.D. 
WHIDGZ GTCON (P1KO)....06--cecee- 
nal) 
ts ~. 1. Gaatiguane | SRmms* Diallntd.....------en0e-----en0e 
eoececcccccesesocs . i sseecececsseee--Turney & Goodrich 
chee onthe — : Lasten, Eutaner® Morris Sa. pateniveeianidl 
Ke on a -_ ee, WP ceniscot). .-. Roberts & Sellars | 44y Springs (Sheridan)...... ...-.- 
Ast (Norma)... ~----------++-+0e+ kins & Calk Chillicothe* (Livingston). . ney . Leoomy | Hebromn* (Thayer)............ ....-- 
(Freebo Clinton* (Henry).................-- James Parks & Sor Holdrege” (Phelps) oeeeeenceeeenseeeen ene: 
OR UTHERN MINNESOTA COLLECTION AGENCY, | Columbia* (Boone) ........-.---------- ..N T. Gentry | Holstein (Adams)....... itesmewre: bay te 
* References: Bradstreet ; any bank. Notary and Eminence (Shannon) ..............-- Send to Winona = (t G. ) -eeccecccscccrcceceee weL 
Sea storney in office. ‘Travelling collectors to give | Forsyth (Taney)................. William H. Johnsos | Hyannis* (Grant)............-..----- i. atom 
i attertion to claims anywhere in the | Gainesville* (Ozark).............. a & Boone (Buffalo) ...... steenecnerecenn- arren 
a y 
-4 ae EST. Grant City* (Worth).................... W. 8. Gibson lors to City National Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
Jal) eer ....-H. G. Latourel] | Hannibal (Marion) .. senses Ww. E. Fishe Leigh (Colfax, “ERR NE Sather! Send to Schuyler 
ria = pine ERIE TS: J. F. Smith Refers to First Nat'l and German-American Banks ce a a 
and jal? (MOWGE)......-220-0-+-eeeees Lyman D. Baird | Harrisonville* (Cass) ..............-. Jerry Culbertson | Lincoln* (Lancaster) 
aile sri Ialand (Renviile) See ankemanadeniin ‘Frank Murray | Hayti (Pemiscot)...................-.-..J. E. Duncan BROADY & PETTIS. Commercial law oat qiias- 
pe Refers to Waseco County Bank and Janesville | Hunteville' (Randolph)...... ...... John N. Hamilton tions. Refers to Columbia National 
vee Bank, both at Janesville, Minn. Refers to The .. M. Hammett Banking Co. of F. H. WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile and 
a Brinerd* SP Te — DAT. . » ante = Hunteville. real — law = —_ in = 
an. Breckenridge" (Wilkin). verde ve Independence* (Jackson)............. Jno. N. Southern braska ven prom personal attention. 
ga, Refer to First National Bank. Jefterson City* (Cole)... aR R. W. Morrow tariee Public. Depositions carefully taken. 
Ty ppg PAE Geo. Fitasimmons | Joplin (Jasper)..............-....--..--..0. W. Reese Refer to the First, First, American Exchange and 
DULUTH? (St. Lou Abbott & Pickard Columbia National Banks. 
7 MCHARDS . CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of Com. Wm. McAfee | Linwood oe ececcccceccceccccees oS 
ons commercial Madison* (Madison)................-.-- ames 
ao. we. Highest grade references furnished on | Kir ES J. C. Storm Refers to First National Bank of Madison. 
. niet oie. ee --.-+--J. B. Shelwalter Cock nee Willow).....--------+---- Hugh W. Cole 
. ons & coaadae Refer to any ban Nebraska Vity* (Otoe)...........- 
i fairmont* (Martin)....... 2... 2.0... De Maysville* ( i ccsiesased can aaa einen (Huchelie) .......--.---- we Ww. 
4 Reters to the Martin County Bank. Memphie* (Scotland) ......... Smoot, Madd & Wagner is Ataceney. Hex Public and Gailectar: a 
eaepalle: Otier Tall. cnsncey L, Baxter | Mobery- (Randalpiicc--scc0--- Forrest G te Cintauntic °°" 
eeccceces 2 ccecccccecs coneeed TOS . . 
= Peg Fula Ovi Fergus Palle and First National Banks. Neosho ( a Geo. Hubbert * i 
tm Peds (Murray) M. E. Foley | wiv A. J. SMIT Norfolk* (Madison)..............----- Geo. A. Latimer 
peeghebeusceusasnseacnuant ee y ‘evada* (Vernon) ........................A. J. SMITH Seth Putte’ (ania)... 8. 
Glenove* (McLeod) peecesonncccoscvcceuases ¥. E. Allen Refers to the First National Bank. Oakdale* ( Antelope) JF 
4 Henderson * Cy 1 apa seeccecees W. H. Leeman Berwoed (Wright) Peebieceeetinaenk «tence H. H. Ball | Octavia (Butler)......... ORC Sch: 
ee H. G. Latourell ( Janccceceeceeceees . Cneee 
" agitre to Citizens’ State Bik of Lake ae Platte City* (Platte)..................N. P. Anderson A. $ ce ET ae hae 
Falla* ( s0n)......- Lind Blanc’ Poplar Biuff* (Butler) .............. J. Perry Johnson Refers to 
; lang Prairie* (Todd)...........++00+ 3D. D. Van Dyke Printers te Bank of Poplar Bluff. pis any any bank in Omaha. 
4 Mankato’ (Blue Earth).................- S. B. mL sen mceton* (Mercer) . se eeeeeennns 5 B. Evare 
r Commercial law and collections tly attend Rich Hill (Bates)................ ... Geo. P. Huckeby 
D te. Refers to First National ‘dank. St. Joseph* (Buchanan)... .. Stauber, Crandall & Strop 
Citizens’ Bank. 8ST. LOUIS. 
. Marshall ga cannes - oc speceeunene & gee F. H. Sullivan, 523 Security Building. 
: Refer yon County National and First | gevannah* (Andrew).............. Booher & William 
| National + = of - orca Refer to the Commercial Bank. » 5 
WrrieLD, | Sedalia” (Pettis)..................-.. Sangree & Lamm 
W ieclangn Gon ce motel. corporation eration and real Springheld* (Gresne)...-.... MOORE & STEPHENSON 
‘ , * (Greene). - 
| pel to Flour City | Room 16, Baker Block. to Republican City Bank. 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house | stowarteville (De Kalb) ...........----.-.- B. F. Clark | Rising City (Bu ammnes 
} Materideo* (Chippewa) Lynder A. Smith | Stockton* (Cedar)..... Se | Se ntancoranenereaners = 
Mewhead* (Clay)............... "James M. Witherow | Stareeon (Boone).... -«s«--. T. 8. Carter | Rushville* (Sheridan)..............-.- J.H an 
) Geveral law practice and collections. Refers to ee, \ i legate petndeadhanéncesesanceecs 8. Refers to os Bank, Rushville, and Mave- 
| Moorhead National Bank and Bradstreets. Pe ener eS k Bank, Gorden. 
| Pine City" (Pine).........2..0-e0+e0- 8. G. L. Roberts Trenton” forundy epee enennnesenettirses “samt fe 
, Boren ee Se ee fers to -eople’ '. Bank of Troy. 
ea pen avlor ye 4 Unionville (Putnam)............ Beverly H. Bonfoey 
Refer to the First National Bank of St. Cloud. Verenilies* (i Bosnoveccocee Henry M. Washburn 
faint James” (Watonwan).. SW. 5. Hammond | Wartensbarg (Johnson)........... .. -...S. J. Candle 
eet conan athe Webb City (Jaaper’............----. Wittion # Devore 
SAINT e Ramsey? i scnteds cngansesenhest J. H. Davis 
$. P. CROSBY, 610-611 Globe Building. Refers to J. i. Berkshire, Gen'l Mer. | Ozark 
“ ye a Land & Lumber Co. 
Washington) ............ 
een rorsennee as John Dw MONTANA. 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. Billings* (Yellowstene) ................ J R. Goss 
Pa ccccccvcceeseatesed J.H. Farwell | Boulder (Jefferson).................. Thomas T. Lyon 
Boseman* (Gallatin)....................... J. L. Staats 
Butte* (silver Bow) 
> ome te WELLCOME & ROOTE. Refer to W. A. Clark & 
Aberdeon* (Monroe)........--..-...--+- ---G. C. Paine Brother, bankers; M. J. Connell Mercantile 
Bay St. Louis* ee Bowers, Chaffe & McDonald Co. and ‘Montana Hardware Co. of Butte. 
ven* (Lineoln) ............ Will R, Easterling | Dillon* (Beaverhead)................... W. 
Bank sean By Prat Sapnbest snvacenaececace 
he esi ..-.John W Cascade).......... ....-...M. M. L 
D Galea -........-Jales A. Deken | eee Oe... oben NEVADA. 
_— to Citizens’ Bank, Greenville, and Planters’ | Helena” (Lewis & Clarke).......... Edward C. Russe) | Austin* (Lander)...........-..--.-. Walter C. Sa~ 4 
Clarkedale, Miss. Kalispell* (Flathead).................- MoC. Wininge: | Carson City* (Ormsby)............--.--+------ T. Coffin 
Greil (Washington) ......... -;--Jas. M. Cashin Missoula* (Missoula)................... Jos. M Dixon | Reno* (Washoe)....- necccscscecsececcee Win. Webster 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher) ...... -«--P. Black * Virginia City* (Stery)............--....-Geo. D. Pyne 
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Manchester* ( jboro)..Burnham, Brown & Warren 
| (Bilaboro) aes William Ag 4 ee : 
nD, ncancecsccovesndnnent’ - 
ew efere ta the Ficgi ational ase ef Pesorueee 
c) 01 of Peter 
Portamouth (Rockingham)......... Samuel 
Rochester (Strafford)............ te 
Somersworth (Strafford)............... Wn. F. 
EEG... . cancaconcussaguecnd C. E. Wright 
‘Welfboro (Carroll)... ...............cceee . Ad 
Woodsville* eee Scott Sloane 
a J anges 
Arlington (Hudson)............... 
Asbury Pack (Mon (Monmouth). ......... SWESLEY 8 8. S10UT 
State and Federal practice 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic).............. Eli H. Chandler 
onne (i Dietsen Van Baskinn & Parker 
videre* (Warren)..... John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington)... ---Isaac E. Antrim 
Bound Brook — smubamainnua Robert R. La Monte 


en* (Camden 

JOHN G. HORNER, 111 Market st., Telephone 274. 
Practices in all courts of New Jersey ; Acts as 
resident agent for New Jersey co tions ; 

aed a work. otary Public. 
Security Trust Co., Camden, N. J. 
JOHN O. “WILSON, 211 Market st. Collections made 
hout U.S. Corporation and commercial 
law. erences: Security Trust Co., West 
Jersey Title & Guarantee Co., New ‘Jersey 
.., Trust & Safe Deposit Co 
Ribabeth= (Ui 
(Union 

RICHARD F. HENRY, 108 Broad street. 

CHARLES A. TRIMBLE. 56 & 57 Dix Bldg. Refer- 
ences: Hon. Foster M. Voorhees, Governor of 
N.J.; Hon. Chas. N. Fowler, mk, eabeth 
Citizens’ Bank and First Nat'l Bank. th. 


Joma 9 (Hunterdon).............-. 
* (Monmouth) ......... FREDERICK f PARKER 
Refers to Central 
Hackensack* ow s ibbbaadisesstenen Om _— 
Bairison Gen) 0 Wee 
weeccccccocosscccess Zo . 


FerWARREN DIXON, 2 

‘ARREN DIXON, 259 Washington st. . Practice in 
all courts. Collections receive my prompt per- 
sonal attention. Remittances made same Lf 
money is received. Correspondence invited. 
References: Hudson County National Bank 

and Commercial Trust Co. of New a . 
ae P. Py ay me 259 bf ers Saag 
itle Guaranty & Trust 

DENNIS 8. RYAN. | Mont peng Commissioner 
for State of New Every facility for 
successful handling ot ¢ ~~ Reference: 

Hudson County National Bank. 

DOUGLAS D. T. — bani 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
Collections made throughout the 
State. Solicltor a aster in Chancery. Re- 
fers to Hudson rand National Bank. 

ibertville (Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. Hayhurst 


fers 
JerseyCity. 


A 
FREDERICK ARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 to 
Main st.. Freehold, -J.; 215 Broadwa 
Branch, N.J. No Public. Fete Dimmer 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 





ae (Monmouth) Parker & Pearce 

Matawan (Monmonth).... Send to Freehold 
Boar ay Sarina. Waiter "arrow 
Wewark* 


JOHN J. HOPPIN. 160 Market st. Fully equipped 
collection department under my personal sup- 
— a American Surety Co., 

aunty Nat'l Bank, Newark. 

WALTER °. MUINDSLEY Lawyers’ Bldg. collec- 
tions made away Roe and carefully reported. 

Correspondence ted. References: Mer- 

chante’ Nat'l Bank, D. H. Dunham, President 
Puemess’ Ins. Co. and Judge Frederic Adams. 

New Brunswick* (Middlesex)..... arren R. Schenck 

Refers to National maha ‘and Peo- 

ple’s National Bank. 

Ocean yA. (Cape May) 
Orange ( ey witiiaM ADGATE! CORD 
ational Bank Bldg. ‘Collections made under my 

personal — Refers to — Nat'l B’k. 

John G. Horner 


= -Wm. W. Scot 
FREDERICK F. SEARING 
" Formerly paying teller of the Paterson Nat'l Bank. 





Refers to Paterson National Kank and Paterson 
Safe Deposit & Trust Co. 
WisteReld (Uaten) ...ccccse. ccsscesces Pope & Runyon 
ne F.A. 
Rahway (Union) ......................- Leslie Lu: 
Bank (Monmouth)............. 
Riverton (Burlington).......... ...... John G. Horner 





jurrows, cashier People’s Bank & 
Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of — 

* (Somerset) ...........--.. James L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 


e( 


ercer) 

SAMUEL C. KULP, 111 East State st. Collections 
receive my prompt personal attention. Actas 
—- for — yy: corporations. Reference: 

& Safe Deposit Co. 

EDWIN E. MARSHALL, 137 E. State st. Collections,: 

corporation and commercial law. Depositions 


= References: Trenton Trust & Safe 
posit Co. and Trenton Gas & Electrie | Co. 
Woodbridge pe aiddlesex) seéee Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury* (Gloucester) ...........- vid O. Watkins 
NEW MEXICO. 
Albaq ue* (Bernalillo) ....... Thos. N. Wilkinson 
ae ‘isa idigusls eesncceusaee O. E. ~ 
ea eee ee 
Genta er (ante W--......... Goanpi WKnaebel 
e* ( DB ececceccecece e 
2 A — eeocece sees cece aes A. Appel 
hanlenhab inn eadhieeunaietnaiaiel W. H. Winter 
NEW YORK. 
Adams (Jefferson) ................----- 
Albany" (Albany) ............-. BUCHANAN & LAWYER 
les J. Buchanan, George Lawyer), 79 Chapel 
st. References: First National National 
Exchange B k and National Sav'gs B’k of Albany. 
Amsterdam sees scoeessens & Bar 
Auburn* 7 Lae peweseccacsccosess iE. 
Refers ta National Bank of Auburn. 
Babylon (Suffolk) bipnecd concedes cusdlcsaln Send to Islip 
Batavia* (Genesee) ................--- Arthur E. Clara 


( ) 
Bath* (Steuben) .... ... 






-C. F. ey 

Bayshore (Suffolk). .... .Send to Islip 

Belmont™ (Allegany) .. ..V. A. Willard 
ton* (Broome) & 

isco. one to Rochester 

Brocton (Chautauqua)........ ...... John L. Cue 
Refers to Fredonia National Bank, Fredonia, 


Brooklyn” (Kings) See New York City. 
* (Ene) 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White 309 Broad 


way, New York —e 
ail Kinds of logal business, including ooflections 
all Kinds of of legal business, includin 
| depositions. Refer to City N Bank 

d German Bank. 

CLINTON & CLARK, 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 

M of Buffalo. 


oes by BENTHUYSEN,307 Mooney-Brisbane 


attention given to ——. 
spaneandll e cor law. Refers to 
Niagara Bank of B 
Cambridge (Washington)............. 
Canajoharie a» Ceonennery)..--6. © ae c. WHEELER 
— law practice. Refer to National 
Spraker Bank. 
* (Ontario) ..............-Henry M. Field 
Refers to McKechnie & Co., bankers. 
Stee Se ------- «osees.-----F Tank T. Evans 
Ca Pccccnadessaeuonsboet Olney & Olney 
Refer to Catskill Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat'l Banks. 


Charlette (Monroe) ................-- Send to 
a Columbia) 


. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N. Y. 
McClellan & Dardese. Refer to State Bank, Chat- 
College Point (Queens) aaa Send to Whitestone 
ee en Ras F. A. Williams 
Cortland* (Cortland) ................ Edmon Oa 
Commercial litigation and collections a 5 
(Chantenqua) Stearns, Warner & Cammings 
Elmira* (Comang iGiuisebes<c opeeunnt Robert T. Turner 
Fi ian een 
jus ag (Groene cain Sit eeaall 
Ontario) 










A. F. 5. Chase 

(Si Ww. Weeks, Jr 

~ oy . ‘gouth Side Bank, ed ze, N.Y. 
) 





TIthaca* (Tompkins) ..............-.--- ames L. 
Jamestown (Chautauqua)....... .. fovle a Weeks 
‘er to Jd ~ wm a Bank. 
Johnstow n* Aen SECS FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradatrost’ 8 and the me Bank. 
Keeseville (Easex)................----0- N. T. Hewitt 
REwcoMe a. & METZGER. A general law 
in State and Federal courts. Co: ang ~ 
surance and commercial law, apeaiaitien. Col- 
a promptly made. 
Lockport* (Niagara).............--+--+» 
Malone* ( BED -ncoas cccces Frederick GF Paddock 
Marathon (Cortland)................ Henry E. Wilson 
Refers to the First National ma 
Massena (St. Lawrence)............ JOHN C. — 
Refers to Massena Bank and First National Bank 
of Massena. 
Middletown (Orange) ............... John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon (Westchester) ..Ostrander & Cra 
New (Orange) ...----ee0000----+--- Jonathan Deyo 
New elle (Westchester).....-. John F. Lambden 





NEW YORK* (New York) 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 

Gans. NEIER & McKENNELL, 52 Broad: = 
Vernon office, Lucas Bldg Com 

corporation law, adjustments of stock a 

& 






tions a specialty. Practice in all 
Federal courts of Greater New York, Xe 
9 — in Fe 


yt od d.) . 
ABRAHAM GOLDFA B 87 5 Benen at. 
As ng Semeettene Eggs = 
8 it ce. Re 
rater Bank W New York; York; M. 
—, 24 4 White wt. (See other reference 


was _ it. Gow Seaeee on | genera Ta (Park Rey 
ldg). ections and gene W practigg 
Re erence: Bradstreet 
PERCY L. KLOCK, 149 Becadees. Collections, em, 
mercial law and adjustments a s . Om 
coupenSenee invited. Heference Nag 
Park Bank, Edward Siith & Co., Floweré(, 
and R. A. Lancast r & Sons, of New York Om 
HOWARD McWILLIAMS, 31 Nassau st. 
Refer 


and co n law and ——— 
ences : ercantile National Bank, ¥; 
a. of ey — aad National Bad 
POWELL 4 & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel L. 
way, N.Y.,and 67 St James PL, 


References: D. D. Whitne Pres t Hamile 
Fire Ins. Co, N.Y. 4 G00. W. 


F 


M.D., N.Y. City ; Barnier, 
Brooklyn N.Y.; Waterbury (Conn.) Ca, 
— oe attention ted cases in Stay 


‘ted States courts card back 
ey c. SPERCER, Stewart Bldg, 20 
General la 


w practice and ov 

THE WM. P. ALGER COLLECTION ¢ CO, be Te Pak 
Place. Collections made —— the U.4 
and Canada by a carefully selected list of om. 
petent attorneys. We are forwarders as vd 
as receivers. Correspondence solicited. Re ' 
erences: Siegel, Cooper & Co., Bonkers, 
& Chic. (For. other references see display 

BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 


&: 


Oneida (Madison) .............. eecces Burke & Breve 
Farmers & Med 


—, I ‘2 POOLE, oe 8. Brown, Harry 0ts 
ers Bidg. a 
courte. Refer to Trin 


weeeeee 


E 
EL 
: 





pe eocces 


Green 

n Point (Guilford 

Be vree to National Bank a igh Pn, 
of Gate | pean , or any busines 
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— 
* (AGhO)...-+--000ee000 eee 
- — 
Robesen 
Martens ¢ to Bank of Lamberton, N.C., or Bank of 


aceseeee ee» Robert B. Redwine 
W.S 


Boots Peres 
Bainrortion (Rutherford) cece ccesccccccs 8. G 
Refers to Bank of Rutherfordton. 


Sutherland ( w. 

Whiteville’ (Columbus) Williamson & Stephens 
Refer to Clerk of Court, eae of Deeds and 
Sheriff of a County, N.C. 

— (Martin 
Wilmington* (New Manover)...2.-.. -.-P.B 

Winston’ (Foraythe) J 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Bathgate (Pembina) 


RCK* (Burieig’ 
A.T. PATTERSON. 


Burke & Vick 
D 
Refers to First National Bank. 


Vs. D. Flemington 
‘Newman, spaiding & Stambaugh 
) 


Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton National Bank. 
@rand Forks* (Grand Forks) 


R. 
Refers to all La Moure County banks and James 
River National Bank of Jamestown, N. D. 
aos: | to a 


and any b 
cocececcesce We I PURGE 
H. 


Wahpeton” ae 

n* (Ric Decocce 
Willameport= (Emmons) .. 
Williston ( Williams) 
Willow City (Bottineau) 


4 
A 
y. 
4 





Andover (Ashtabula). ... 
(Ashtabula) G. Willard 
Refers to Ashtabula Rank Go. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k 
Ashville (Pickaway) G. W. M 


= tions. ba “yy and a 
non-residents given t attention. 
Barnesville (Belmont) hee Pe 


n & Crew 


& —— 


CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 
CHARLES F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. liection de- 
partment. Depositions. Carbon copy without 

extra charge. References: auy bank in city. 

Long Distance 'Phone 1749, 
Circleville (Pickaway)............ «----H. A. Weldon 


CLEVELAND: (Cu 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
-Finch & Dewey 


F. F. D. ALBERY, eens 40, Board ofTrade. At- 
“arney for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 
ms & Co., Investment Bankers. 
ALBERY & DILLON, 11996 | South High st. Stene- 
grapher and No’ for depositions. Refers to 
Uhio National Commercial Nat'l Bank, 

any Judge or wholesale house in ey: 

Columbus Grove (Putnam) PRET 


Covington (Miamil)..............0+.«s«s«- J. H. Marlin 
Cuyahoga Falls ee H. Howland 
Dayton" (Mon > reas 5. CARSON 
1 Reibold Usanmseneiah, corporation, real es- 
tate, probate, nsurance and bankin awe &@ spec- 
ialty. Refers to Winters National 

as — 4 eo 

isdonal Banks. to First and Merch- 


..Huston & Curl 


Logan) ....... 


Delphos (Alien)......... 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) ..... 


to Dresden Ban Co. 
Kast Liverpool (Columbiana)..Grosshans & Grosshans 
Eaton* * (Preb le) James L. Sayler 
Lorain Lee St 


(Seneca 
Refers to Robbins Bros. & Co., j 3 
bie aM A ey ) F. E. 
jw ford) Coulter 
Gallty ey (Gallia)........ ..T. E. BRADBURY 
fers to First National Bank. Special — 
. commercial and pestate practice. Notary and 


her in office 


.See Elyria 
Greenville’ (Darke).......... . Geo. A. ‘Katzenberger 
Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, Second National 
Bank and Greenville Bank Co. 
Hamilton (Butler)............. ...Robert P. 
Hillsboro* (H )onecsecence.cenee-- Steele & Sams 
Haron (Sand i Adddtdévidesaniaimuadiing C. M. Ray 
Ironton* (Lawrence).............-. . Geo. W. Keye 
Jackson* (Jackson) ......................E. C. Powell 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula) 


Lisbon* (Columbiana) esecees 
Logan* (Hoc ing) 
8. H. Bright. 


McComb (Hancock 
McConnelsville* ( 

Medina* (Medina)........ 
Miamisburg (Montgomery). 
Middletown (Butler) 
Minster (Auglaize 

Mount Sterling ( 


town (Tuscara . BE. 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) .........J. 
North Baltimore (Wood) 
Norwalk* (Huron) 
Ottawa* (Putnam)........... 5 
Ce Cen ccccedencccccas soecseedaal L. H. Wells 


qua (Miami) 

Port Clinton* \Oicawa) buunecoapeates .Geo 

Pt. Washington(Tuscarawas) .Send toNew 

Portemouth* (Scioto) . Noah J 

Ravenna* Giertage) 
E. W. Maxson. Refers te First and Second Na 

— Banks of Ravenna. 

Rowerille (Muskingum John W. Yviltent 
Refers to William Dunn and L. 8. Keldow. 

Sabina (Clinton)......... éé etenen WE 
Refers to the Sabina Bank. 


St. Mary Angisinn) 
Steubenville (Jefterson 
) 


(Seneca) . 
on to Tiffin National Bank. 


Lucas) 

CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block 
Co law and collections a 
Refer to any bank in this city. References 
— = furnished in all cities on application. 

tions taken in office. 

CHAR NRUSSELL CLAPP, Drummond Block. 

ractice in courts. Commercial, corpora 
tion P robate, real estate, banking and insur- 
awe, aspecialty. Refers to Merchants & 

Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings re 


Upper Sandusky* (Wyandot).. 
Urbana" (Cham: 


Vinton (Gallia) 
Wapakencta® (Auglaize) 
Warren* (Tram 

Senses S- C. * afl (Fayette). . 
Waverly* (Pik 
Wellston ( ~ At 





8. Sanders 
Corning (Perry).........s00-0. coose was... M. Potter 


) ’ 
Van Wert* (Van Wert)................... G. L. Marble 


— 

oungstown* ( 

Zanesville* (Muskingum) ........ 
OKLAHOMA pinay re 
Beaver* (Beaver) 

Sante Aiereny. Refers to Jang 


Chandler’ (Lincoln 


.-Hale 
boro* ( Washington) ,.... Thos. H. & E. B. T 
MeMinnville (Yam Hill i Rhodes & 88 
Multnomah) 


P 
PIPES & } ae Practice in United States and 
State C Commissioners of deeds. Com- 


Sener: of New York, As ‘Ansocated 


Francie 5 y7 a —— 
—  SCHNABEL, 615 Chamber of Com- 
Commercial, corporation and 


* (Marion) John W. Reynolds 
eters to Ladd & Bush, Bankers, and Capital Na- 


Mays, eer 5 & Wilson 
EE naman quancteeqsnaisess —— 


Union* y as: 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


JAS. ar ee ne! Br, Dit. ttorney for Lehigh county. 


4. rs, “LEISENRING.- Solicitor for First National 


*radferd (M 

Bristol (Bucks) 
Practice in all courts. Collections and comm: 
law a specialty. Exceptional facilities for collec- 
tions in all -n ee towns. References: Farmers’ 
National ny St of — Cay. 


eee See B. M 
— _ Ge er AiecairC John M 
wr (Montgomery 
Carbondale (Lacka 


Collections noe commercial litigation 
Refers to Chester - First National 


patrick, iix-Attorney-Gen 
U. S. Commissioner), S. en. 


~~ Johnson & MeN: 
* (Cameron)..... wees. dO! 3 A. Cc 
pris) ‘ S.A DAVENPORT 


Erie. General practice, corporation and commer- 
cial law in ong and State Courts. 

— moccccecesll. Ae OND 

In Bk. 


Ww. arene Dacia Room 2, Kelker Bldg. 

to Harrisburg Trost te. and sig, ge Na- 
, 7 North 34 at. 
% Hofer to Harrisburg Nat'l Bank. 


) -cocceccece 


H. L. Nissi 
Wolfe & 





to First National Bank of Wellston. 


Hazelton (Luzerne J. K 
Hollidaysburg* (Blair)......... ere ¥. corr 
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Denieneaccatqunsettinns 
a anaes eseaeiael T 
‘untingdon* he mm cnnanasee Horace B. Dunn 
W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
tinctively. 


Lancaster* (Lancaster) 
A. S. HERSHEY, 47Grant st. My individual atten- 
t on given to collections. Refers to Northern 
National Bank, Conestoga National Bank and 
People s National Bank. 


A. F. HOSTETTER, 43 Grant st. Corporation and 
insolvency litigation. Collections.- Refers to 
First Nat'l Bank, Lancaster,or any ‘bankin city 
unius B. Kaufman, 48 North Duke 
Latrobe* (Westmoreland) ........- Frank 8 ve 
Lebanon* ( icntccnongasnasaduendil P. S. Keiser 
Lewisburg (Union)...... .... M. Edward Shau ghnessy 
ers to Lewisburg National 
Lewistown* ( Ditehtrenckseanesd Howard (. Lants 
Lock Haven* (Clinton) .......... ......... H. T. Hall 
Mahanoy City (Schuylkill) .......... Robert P. Swank 
Refers to Union Natio — * 
Mauch Chunk* (Carbon) ......... 
( OS eS ae A. APPLEGATE 
Refers to the eople' 
Meadville* (Crawford)................Joshua 
* (Delaware)......... Cloud Alexander 
NS 6 aaa . Bell 
Mifflin’ | = aeaeeeer Horace P. Glover 
Milton (Northumberland) ............. k M. 
M ela Cit; (Washington). --.W. Parke Warne 


ers to Alexander & Co., bankers, and J. F. 
Nicholson, Postmaster. 


. Bastress 

Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland)......... evin A. Cort 

Nanticoke (Luzerne) ...... .............. P. Robins 

fers to First National Bank. 

New Castle* (Lawrence) ........ -H. K. GREGORY 
Refers to the First National Bank 

Norristown" (Montgomery)... ...... E. L. HALLMAN 

Collections and commerce:allaw. Refers to People’s 


Nationa! Bank, Montgomery Ins., Trust & Safe 

Dep. Co. of Norristown and Nat’! b'k of Royersford. 
Oil City (Venango)....................... Wm. McNair 
PHILADELPHIA‘ (Philadelphia) 

J. BAMBERGER, Lodger 
Chestnut st. 

Refer to Market Street National 
John & Jas. Dobson, John Wanamaker & City 
Trust Co 


LEO G. BERNHEIMER, 304-306 City Trust Bldg. 
General law practice. Collecuons and com- 
swalieati —% Notary Public. 


Building 
Collec- 


References on 


CARH ‘ FRANCISCUS Provident Bidg. Qemmmeseies 
aoe no r a - De 
ern and we ~ 
sitions taken by Notary, G GC 
References: New York, National Wall ali Paper 
Co. ; Philadelphia, The Provident Life & Trust 
Co.; H. W. Johns Mfg. Co.; Wm. H. Greve 
meyer & Co. ; Gupeies Hardware Co. and Ed 
ward K. Tryon, Jr. & Co. Long Distance 

J. R CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. Corpors 

ition, com 
merciai law and collections. to Phila 
delphia office Connectcu: Mutual Life! Ins. Co. 
Hartford, Conn.; Snyder, Hurris, Bassett & 
Co., Philadelphia, ete. 

THOMAS S. DONOHUGH, 513-514 Mutual Life Ins. 
Bldg. Corporation, commercial law aid collec- 
tions under my —— supervision. Deposi- 
tions taken. ferences: The =e Estate 
Title, Insurance & Trust Co , Geo. Payne 
& Co., Dorset Mountain Marble Co., Lafas ette 
Soa; tone Co., Hamilwn Iron Works Paxson 
& fort Co., all of Philadelphia. 

KELL & HAINES, i011 Chertnut st. (John F. Kell, 
Chas. F. Haines). yom Fidelity In- 
surance, Trust & Safe t Co., Geo. H. 
Reardsley, Supt. tradstreet’s. Common. ealth 
pan Insurance & TrustCo., Hall Bros. & Wood, 

d Lancaster Ave., all of Philadelpbia. 
GEORGE W. MARTER, Cor. 9th and Wamut sts. 
uip collection department. Refer 
Title Co. and Merchants’ Trast Co. 

JOSEPH ra REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 South ‘T'we st. General practice, 

ion and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, s Refers to Union Trust Co., 


pecialties. 
Howett, Warner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 


st.; Ivins, Dietz & M ~ carpets, 1220-2 
Market st.; The Borgner » fire bricks, 23d 
streets. 


Ab. 
a J. SNYDER, Room 403, 929 Chestnut 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Practice in allcourts. Reterence: City Trust, 
va & Surety Co. 

EDWIN, L STEARNS, 929 Chestnut st. Collections, 
—— law, co tionlaw. References: 
Com wealth Title, Insurance & Trust Co. 

WAGNER & CRAWFORD, i and 17 South Third st. 


pt atten 
in Philadelphia and throughout the United 
States and N blic. Refer to 
Philadelphia ‘lrust & © Deposit Co. and 
tral National Bank. Long Distance Phone. 
Philipsburg (Centre) ................. Geo. W. Zeigler 
Refers to the Firs: ee Bank. 
PITTSEURG* ( [Abo 
Chantler, M & Cunningham. 
Pittston (Luzerne).............. b beaten F.C. Mosier 
Pottsville (Sohuyticiil) peitattinatti cceaiiiiii A. W. Schalck 


Refers to any bank at this place. 
Pun csutawney (J . asinisiniaaiitd Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to First National and Citizens’ Banks. 





Reating* (Berks 
» JAMES P. LONG, 36 N. 6th st. Collections, com- 
sneoml. probate and corporation law. Refers 

stone National Bank. 
WILLIAM RICK, 532 Court st. Collections a spec- 
—— Keferences: F.rst National Bank, Read- 





irae andP.f.Eisenbrown& Sons. 
Renovo Whhsson eeaneessendess Send to Lock Haven 
Reyvoldsville Setannens. G. M. McDonald 
elt co . nee cect concee cecocse cesaceeeans aD 
FRANK et BOYLE. B es me. Refers to any ban} 
or wholesale house in the city. 
seanentent (Schuylkill) ..... "Edward W. Shoemaker 
NO etre 
South hlehem (Northampton) ...... J.D 
Sunbury” ana sees nna concvesenes sus 6 Loeb 
uehanpa ——— peosensnanie John 1 
ers to the it —y City National Baske. 
quseum SOEREREEED on cncca: caccnseatess H. B. Gra ft 
I SEID..dcsdgcccncccecocecccocedeucnes F. B Smitb 
Tiomesta* (Forest) ...............2-.ses0e- P. M. Clark 
Titusville (Crawford) pabadueansessvend Chester L. Kern 
ers to the Commercial Bank of Titusville. 
i tschieedasaeaiiene Charles L. Fellows 


efers to First National Bank and Pomeroy & 
Mitchell, bankers. 





uzerne) 
FELIX pry it 15 . pane: st. Commercial 


law and li pecialty 
eo sot DWIN, a Pe clic Building. Refers 
Na i ional Bank and Anthracite Sav- 


sont a i MOORE. Refers to First National a 
— aoe ~y and Wilkesbarre Deposit 4 


Sr as NSOR. Attorneys for Lycomin, 


National duns West Branch National Bank. 
Savings Institution of Williamsport, W illiams- 
ort Passenger Railways, William: port Water 
Central Oyo Tele wt Ce., The 
H. B. Clafiin Co. and BR. G. Dun & Co 
York* (Yor 


k) 
GEORGE W. HEIGES. Collections made every where. 
Proceeds promptly remitted. 
John A. Hoober, Security ‘Title & Trust Bldg 
John E. Kell. Refers to Drovers & Mechanics 
Nationa] Bank. 


— ISLAND. 

--Samuc! Norris 

.-W. P. Sheffield 
..J.L Jenks 


ence” (Providence 
BALLOU ‘ TOWER = 410, Industrial Trust 
No. 49 Westmins 





Co. 
ter st. Refer to Indv: 


Trust Co., Manufacturers Trust Co. 
we, a National Bank. . 
Ww ate. sabiedent Albert B Craft 
Watery (Wr Bicasedca.e G 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Aiken* (Aiken)........ ccenegesenceges Ws Gee 
Barnwell* (Barnwell) . . Bellinger, T &U Bannon 
Refer to Citizens’ Savings Bank 
* (Beaufort)............... «.- W.1. Verdier 
Camden* (Kershaw) CAPE PE LIES C. L. Winkler 


CHARLESTON* (Charleston) .. William Mosley Fitch 
Cheater: (Ghester).......ccccccccccces Ashbel G. Brice 
ay ey | to Commercial Bank of Chester, and to 

« le Ts. 


Columbia" ( D- S600 ccaneces oore & Thomson 
Refer to Loan & en of South Carolina. 
a < oat ibd ceacodmadwen WALLACE & OTTS 
Refer to A. N. Woods, banker, and National Bank 
of Geliney, 
Greenvilie* (Greenville) -<o.eeeeoo-n;;-Taane M. Bryan 
Newberry* oo a Sease & Dominick 
Refer to N Bank of a 


Orangeburg” y = aeeppoe P. T. Hildebrané 
Spartan ( berg)........ Bomar & Simpson 
Oils) Thomas 





Onion* (Union)... ........... eee B. Buler 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Aaberdeen* (Brown)........... .--. Charles M. Steven 
Bangor” Walworth = W. B. Gree: 
iw Jocccccctccocecscos cose 
an (Linosha) cn oceoconsannd Cuthbert & Jones 

Cham’ BUND coccceses. cee C. C. Morrow 
Clear Lake* oo... poaioaunetisiil “ALBERT R ALLEN 
(Estab. 1888.) tes pear ot Deuel Count 

General law practice. qulonuaanad 


Foreclosures 
= a specialty. Notary and stenographer 








mo aAILEY. - VOORNEES. Atworneys fo boy 
r 
Bank, R.G. Dan & Co. Illinois Geng 


‘o. and Western Union Telegraph 
nate — & GATES. A 8 for State Wry 
phe yy bank or business in the city. 
Sisseton* (Roberts)............ 9 Lane & Seq 
Refer to Sisseton State 
LS ee 9 (Bon Homme)..........---- 
ermillion* (Clay)...... -..++----«--- TARED 1 RUN 
wand 
Watertown* (Cod ).coceceee «+++-John Nicole 
Webster* (Day) ...... .....--+eeeee eens E. W. Tayle 
Refers s & Merchants’ Bank and Sectr. 
ity Bank. 
eccccccce cocccce guanelle Oe Batterson 
Yankton* (Yankton) peesececevccececes R. E. McDowe) 
TENNESSEE. 
Allentown (Carter)..........---- to Elizabethte: 
Griswol" (Sullivan)...........++--0---- & ae 
* (Haywood)...........--- J.W.E. 
Butler (Johnson) ...........-..- to Elizabethtes 
Centreville’ (Hickman)......... ...Clagett & Flowen 


Refer to First National Bank of Centreville. 
-W. L. Cook 


* ( ) veccccccecescccces::- 


ae a (Hamilton) 
COOKE, SWANEY & goons. ¢ m1 ot 


& 403 T 
Court. Refer to Firs : Third Nat’ 
Clarksville* (Montgomery) ...... ecceces Scales 
Oolumbia* (Maury). ........-..----- a Paige 
Socket (Claiborne)........3. H .8.M 
flizabethton* (Carter) .............- TIPTON & MILLER 


Refer to People's Bank, Tennessee Cotton Mill 
and Tennessee Line & e 
Franklin* ( ton & EF; 


Williamson Eggies 
Refer to National Bank of Franklin Franklin 


son County Banking & Trust Co., 
q Roane 


Kenton (Obion) ............ PERNT E. R. BRUCE 
Refers to the Kenton Bank. 
Knox) 


* ( 
F. B. GOODHEART, Logan Building. Depositions, 
— ial law, = mercantile collection 





mptly attended to. 
Lenoir Eity - a Gonncceatoaesused Send to Louden 
—— ( ON) . «2... 2-200 wcéedcones J. E. Cassaday 
Menta SeLoenn A maar, Continental Nat'l Bank 
tate and efor Courts. 
Collections uspe ttorneys for ~~ 
specialty ~ ar 
FRANK. P. P. POSTON. Counsel Home Insurance & 
Trust of Memphis, Order Knights of 
Pythiae in in Tennessee; Di nse! Seuth- 
ern Ry. ('o. Refer to any bank or merchantia 
Memphis. General practice and corporation 
law a apecial 
M aristown* (Hamblen) edecess: Shields & Mountcastle 
sashville" (Davidson) ............-- Moore & McNally 
Ni P (COCKS) .ccccc cccccccccccscccees W. O. Mims 
Pulaski’ (Giles).....-...---.-0+- .--.Jdne, T. Alles 
Roan Mountain (Carter)........-. Send to Elizabethton 
Shell Creek (Carter)...........-- to 
8 OWE Beipncccccccecesees eecese M A. Cimulgp 
ton* (Gibson) ...........-..--++-- Walker & Hunt 
oe to Gibson County Bank or any other bank 
in the county. 
Watertown (W a eee reer J. R. Smith 
Refers to the Bank of Watertown. 
Waverly’ (Hu aphrevs)..... poccses -+-.-d. F. Shanna 
TEXAS. 
abilene* (Taylor) ............+---0+-- Kirby & Kirby 
al (J } saccsccvcccececed Send to Cl 
Alvin (Brazoria) ...............++-+-+--- J.D. Graves 
(B Do asavconeseense pen es 
Atianta (Cass) ............-++-+-- .-O'Nea: 
Austin’ pt eanmsooscnees caste h Thornton 
( P ccoccccceccsncbae 
Bastrop (Bastrop)..........-.--.+---+- 
Belton’ (Bell) junebe badacuecces Anvil a. - MONTE 
Counsel for Belton N. 
and Hall & Aw —- Tem 
State and F 
== tigation an ~ Notary aioe 
pacnescoscconccncesos Speer & Speer 
Brady* Bere; sombacascesecasesen F. M. Newman 
Commercial Bank of a ee 
vee MATHIS & P TEAGUE 
A general law \. attention fe 
to any business sent us. Notary in office. 
to the First National Bank. 
Brownwood" (Brown) .........- .-Goodwin & Grinnea 
Cameron* ( Dinstecsesaasttagbed = yi 
Cleburne’ ——— edsseseseccess's géatee 
Coleman* ( , Esicuduscceessé Randolph & Webb 
Columbia (Brazoria) pSdvaa eee .-.. «-.-R. B. Loggins 
Columbus (Colorade) piiewwea Rss -George McCormick 
Commerce (Hunt). ...............-.--- . B. Hamilton 
Comme) (Montgomery) 322: aveodind T. E. Humphrey 
ers to 
(Delta ed anand, acdtenendinadue . L. Young 
fers to First _— Bank of Cooper. 
Corsicana” (Navarro 
BALLE' NAGLE & BALLEW. om lo City Nations 
Bank, Corsicana National Ban eming & 
Templeton, bankers, of Corsi 


ers, — 
T. W. LOVETT. Refers to City National Bank of 
Corsicana, National Shoe & Leather Exchange 


Mass.; Schriver, Bartl 
Baltimore, Md: Gilbert Eitiott Law Co., New 
ercantile Adjuster and 4 
Ww. M & Co. ee ante 
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(Washington). Dillingham, Huse& Howland 
ville (Lamoille)............. went ¢ fo 1 Hyde Park 











WEST VIRGINIA. 














Ree 
Een onc ness ational Bank, St. Albans. P 
a ‘iivin C. Owaley | St. Johnsbury” (Caledonia)...........-Heary Blodget | XC, Pifer., Rofere to the Traders’ National Bank. 
to Exchange National Bank of Denton. Stowe (Lamoille)..............---- Send to Hyde Park B Ww WwW 
(Eastland) Scott & _..Wm. Batchelder | Burton (Wetzel).............-....--. << ee 
-Send to Hyde Park oe . bere -y - va. 
eeccecccoccecces F. C. Southgate Cam -Gauley — z Addison 
[5 = 
pecsecccceseda Samuel G. Bent 











sage S coOwN Rooms 28 & 29 P: . Bidg. 
RG owe! 
wettt and Mercantile A a 5 
trips — to any part of the of 
est. 
Ginesnllle” (Deslet) --0-.0--20-ecensees Davis & Harris 
saneseuhauaedadl . 


eee ee ene eeenee 








~ + —F,- collections. 
grapher in office. New York references: Mer- 


cantile National Bank and Hard & Rand. St. 
Louis os Levis-Zukoski Mercantile Co. 








Venus (Johnson). . adecceses obec to Cleburne 
Waco* (MoLennan)......... ...-.---+e. H. P. JORDAN 
Commercial, bank- 
ruptcy law, s 
State and Federal. Attorney for a fae Ad- 
ter. Martindale Mercantile A 
urch Co., Bradford Rhodes & Co., eo ed Cons: 
mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & Agents Associa- 
tion, remy s Mercantile Agency and others. 





Wi P UD coccccccccseatocs > 

Weatherford” CPRITA. cn ccccecseo cesses W. R. Vivrett 
Wichita Falls* (Wichita)........... J. H. Barwise, Jr. 
Wolfe City (Hunt) ............-...- Send to Commerce 
Woodville* (Tyler)..........2.csccccsees J. A. Mooney 


UTAH. 


Brigham” (Box Elder) .........ccccc.+- J. M. Coombe 
P (Cage)... ccccccccccecccccsccces <> Walters 


eee Re ewww eee wer eee 
eee ween eeeeeeeeees 


Tee eee er 


= Nepectalt to Commercial 
tional k of ‘this city. a sae furnished 
at any point where required. 


VERMONT. 
ae Cont Fale) ccocceccevece Send to St. Al 
SNSROED ... cnc cansecoccnnnees Oh WILLIAMS 
Aa to any bank or man in the cit 
Bet COUNIEED coccncccecs sooreteese F. W. win 
Refers to Barton Savings Bank. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................F. A. Bolles 
Brandon (Rutland) ................+- Edward =e Marsh 
Brattleboro (Windham)............ ....-- Frank Stowe 





Hot Springs (f agentes (Bah. 


——- 
= 3 ‘Fiteh 
Dheéueaece ohn E. Ro! 


-.J. T. McAllister 


Si ceneanes thatns James H. Guthrie | Key. ( ) ---------------- William C. Clayton 
wo"floers to Bank of Hal: st this pace. Refer to People’s Bank of 
Leesburg (Loudoun) ..........-.-.-.-.- E, Garrett Lane's Bottom (Webster)............ Send to 
Refers to P ie ational Bank of Leeeb arg * (Berkeley) ....-..-.------. J.M. Woods 
Lexington* eye dunia Greenlee D. er | Maysville* (Grant) ................---.----E. L. Judy 
Bac. - to Letcher & er. Practices in State and aw — scereeacsenees A.D dr. 
ns given prompt attention. fers to postmaster and county a 
( Decccce oe Sim & Showacre 
aes rn NDS. Commercial law ant estien New Martinsville* (W 
business a special Charles W. Barrick. Refers to the National 
to Com Bank and People’s vi Tank Bank of West V 
Magrader (York).........-.-+-e+<0+-s000+ B. H. Ewan 3. W. oe Collec: 4 Refers to 
Manassas* Manneees* (Petan William) ........ L. A. Larkin, Jr. James Hill, Mont 
Manchester* (Chesterfield).......... Lawrence P. Pool atnow, L Rosenberg, 
Matbews* (Mathews) ............... ohn B. Donovan Ober an Lg Obl as. V Higgins, Merchants. 


) 
Refers to Merchants’ Nat'l Bank of wy: Va. 
t News* (Warwick) G. Bickford 


* (Nerfolk) 
A. B. SELDNER, 290 Main st Commercial, colleo 
Litigation. Refers to any 


( oo 
Refers to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co.” 


* (Henrico) 

OFERRALL & REGESTER 1102 E. Main st., P. O. 
Box 348. Counsel for American National 
Bank. General practice in State and Federal 
courte. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, 
CORPORATION oun INSURANCE law. Refer to 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 

ers 


ony bank in Richmond. 
Ww. "SKELTON, 
ration and commercial law. Refi 


Ci ’ Exchange Bank and J. L. Williams & 
Sons. bankers. 
Roanoke (Roanoke)............ S. HAMILTON GRAVES 
Refers to First National and National Exc 
Banks, Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & it 
Co., itimore. 
Staunton* (A ) wecccescoeee-----J. R. Fishburne 
Otuart* (Patrick)... .............--...... Tt 
Patrick County 
Suffolk* (N Dnkstdageeeoncesnet R. H. Rawles 
Warrenton* (Fauquier).................. J. P. Jeffries 
Warsaw* (Richmond)................. J. W. Chinn, Jr 
Winchester* ( Frederick)........... ......-- R. E. 
Wytheville* (Wythe)............ ...+.. H. M. Heuser 
WASHINGTON. 
Arlington = 
° Whitman) 
* (Columbia) 


Pullman (Whi 
Seattle* K 
ax G. RAY, 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commer- 
cial, corporation, probate and mining law, 
qpostaitine. References : Dexter Horton & Co., 
Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Arnold, Con 
stable & Co., and Tefft, Weller & Co., 
York; McCornick & Co., bankers, and Natl 
Pats ‘of the Re ublic, Salt Lake, Utah. 
M.D . 412 Pioneer Block. Refers to First 
Nat'l ik, Seattle Nat'l Bank and any bank 
in Butte, -ay bw W.U.&LieberTele. Codes used. 
Snohomish* (Snohomish). ........... eman & Hart 
South Bend" (Pacific) ....... ...... Hewen & Stratton 
Reter to South sean Baening Co. and J. H. Dalton, 
— Auditor. 


DANSO & HUNEKE, 606 to 611 _ Block. Cem- 


mercial realestate and probate law. Collections. 
Counsel of Great Northern Ry. and 

STERN kane and Northern Ry. 
HAMBLEN fers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 
d Johnson, New York; Moran, Krauss 


an 
LUND, & Mayer, Chicago; Board of Trade, 
401-404 San Francisco; Any bank or 
Tue ROOKERY. | merchant in Spokane. 
Special deposition facilities. 


aor T, ALLY, 4 a Allyn, Frank Allyn, Jr.) 






































lection Co., N. 


in 
MERRICK & a smith, arg ing t ie 
First National and —_ Nat'l 
Refer to the 
National 









Parkersburg 





































Refers to 
Bel’ OED nitinatiade sisacsiane J. A. WOODDELL 
Refers to the Bank of Ripley. 
Saint Marys* = payscecconsansens af. ae 
Sistersville* _ Randolph 
Wainville \s Dutncanugundmanatinds to Addison 
Wegner o cncecececacccesesccces . T. Graham 
*é Wational Bank of W. Va. 
poem a mc beccecdaednadeene erkman 
Wheeling* (Ohio 
T. M. GARVIN. Special attention 
ing the laws of Vir- 
ginia. Prompt and tion given 
Williamson* (Mingo)........ Sheppard & Goody’ koonts 
Refer to Bank of Williamson. 
































(Ean Claire)...... E. M. & F. D. BARTLETT 
Refer to Bank of Eau Claire and other banks of 
Eau Claire. 

Fall River (Columbia).............. to Columbus 

Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac).......... E. P. Worthing 
Green Bay* (Brown 

Cady & e to the Citizens’ National Bank. 

John C. & A. C. N Refer to Green Bay 
Water Co. 
Janesville* (Rock) 





FETHERS (0. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (ML. 
O.), 10 West Milwaukee st. Attorneys for 
First National and Merchants & Mechanics’ 

notaries. pent collec- 







Columbus 


















cunGetn 8 (Lamoille)..........++- Send to Hyde Park 
fast Fairfield (Franklin) .......... Send te St. Albans 
Enosburgh (Frank}in) ............. Send to St. Albans 
fairfax Tt cébhenmoasstosdd Send to St. Albans 
Georgia (Franklin) ................+ Send to St. Albans 
iyde Park* (Lamoille) PARES F. H. McFarland 
Refers to the Lamoiile County National Bank. 
(Lamoille) ginancctvenquuede Send to Hyde Park 








Fea a pa to London & San 
; ob. W.. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla’ 
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<= 
MILW AUKEE* (Milwaukee)...... NOVA SCOTIA. 

GEO. A. BURTON, 107 Wisconsin st. Commercial | Amherst* (Cumberland)... — Reliable Attorneys, 
law and collections. Refers to Marshall & ‘al* ) an ee canto PO POLIO D 1 wan 
lisley Bank. water (Lunenburg)......... Send to Lunenburg CON NECTI CUT. — 

New London Vee iaehea keene Thorn & Holmes | Chestre (Lunenburg) ...-......... Send to Lunenburg — 
‘ers to First National Bank. HALIFAX* (Halifi G£ZO W. CAREY, 
Oconto* teem | es Facets entire Francis X. Morrow Borde’ Ritehie ry Chisholm. Attorneys for Baal . 
Oshkosh Gellerich va Scotia. 
HARRIS. HENRY ACAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, Of Hawley & Carey. 
Q.G.;" Willian a See eee % Gare, | 24 Sanford Bldg, BRIDGEPURT, Cony, 
> =, L.L.B. * tors for | COMMERCIAL, PROBATE AND CORPORA TlOy 







HO 
Practice in all courts, State and Federal. Com- 
mercial, corporation and mining law. Refers to 
First Nationa] Bank of Rawlins or any bank in 


State of g- 
Rock -G. W. Shutter-Cottrell 


Wyomin 
+ (Sweetwater) .. 
Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, te. 


Sheridan* (Sheridan) " 
Sandance* (Crook) ...........-.-...-.- Melvin N: 


PORTO RICO. 
SAN JUAN 


A. F. ODLIN, Member ping hn ym 8. Suprem 
Court. Refers to any bank in Orlando rad 
Tampa, Fila. 


PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS 


MANILA 

BROOKS, erp & BYERS. Practice in all 
Courts and Departments in the Phillippine Is- 
lands and the United States. in English and 
Spanish without Interpreters. Office —Calle de 
e. Refers to Nat'l Bank of Nevada, 
San Francisco, California, U. S. A. Commis- 
sioner, Notary Public and Stenographer in 

office. (See card.) 











CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 





NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Le ARTHUR R. SLIPP 
Refers to The Bank of Nova Scotia and The Peo- 


reland) .........- Hai 
St. John* (St. John).........---.-- WELDON & McLEAN 
oe in New Brunswick for The 0! 


‘alace is 
pg Jone (Lea) (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
The Shore Line Railway Co., New Brunswick 


Railway Co., &c. 
Bt. Stephen ( )swanwnneennee W. OC. H. Grimmer 
to the Bank of Ni 
Woodstock* 1 ocveccee Fisher & 
of va ‘footia and People’s Bank 


Refer to 
of Halifax. 
NEW FOUNDLAND. 


St. Johns (St. Johns).........--...----Kent & Howley 
NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 








Ottawa ( 


TORO 


Windsor* (Essex 


ental 
Mc pane he 
Millar 


Agents. Re 
Fy" (G. 
), l st. 


War bopttent on Sean 

ar an 3 
ters for the Merchants’ and Union 
Halifax. Commercial, 


). tT McDonagh @ ¢ Colertdae 
‘enn: & 

Carleton pees 

MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris 
ters, Solicitors, etc. 


© Court and Je 


to Bank of Ottawa 


McLaurin, LL.B. ; Hal 
Barristers, 


Solicitors 
Notaries ~ ‘erences : Bank o of Ottawa. 


INTO* (York) 
Ww. J. 


Manager Trusts 
LAIDLAW, iO ee - 


Janes 


semen W 


Canada. 
nares & eeu. (R. 8. Neville, C. 
Barris 


Notaries Pe 


bec and 

Chicago ; Merchants’ Legal 

International pam, 
American N: 

ion, Yukon Mining Co. and 


News 


Ly mney 


Bengt Os 


COCR Oe eee ee meee eee teenee 


CLARK, Traders Bank Build 
Ww. Refers to A. 
‘n of On’ 
CKNELL. ( 


Kappele, James Bicknell, 


Charl es Sous.) 


Solicitors for 


King st., West. 


ieee. 
Imperial Bank 

Bell), 
ters, Boitcttons 


Public, Commissioners f for Ontario, 


Manitoba ; 


Collection 
Union, 


Agency. 


Solicitors for 
Union, New Le ee a 


Pub. 
ational 


ecient mirhdapndadedeidendaiiaalel L. Joubers 


TownshipsB’k at Richmond, Que. 

ONT. REAL" (Montreal) _ 
MARTIN HONAN, aXe Eigee Cosme. Refers to Peo- 
Bank of and 


of 3 —- 


Quedeo* (Q (Quebec Dist. 


MEXICO. 


MNAGHAMONTE & 
AGRAMON ie a  (S. * M. Y. A, 


Quel 
gonptie afee L ontreal; Hi 
; enry an, 


--Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


E.) 
—— in the courts of Mexico 
tates. ities: International 


gramonte, 
P. U. Box 940 


crass: areca 
ENC LAND. 
7 J ae Hendry, 7 New Sq Lincolns In 
no. ° D 
&M © (opp. Law Ovartay Grey ot. 





FRANCE. 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, ~—— > ene a 16 
Vendome. of Treatise 
French Mercantile P omen and Practice of Courts, 


bees & Gor publishers Sow Terk, Bisvace 
Sons, London, publishers. 
-_ oo 
JAPAN. 
YOKOHAMA. 





GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. 





LAW A SPECIALTY. 
All matters g ven prompt vigorous attention, 
References :—Connecticut m6 Beaks Marsh, 
Lemmon, Bankers, bridgeport, C: 
NE WBERR Y¥, ELLSWORTH » 
Leslie W. pd GOODMAN, 


| a Eliswo' 
50 uaaiene oo, HARTFORD, Cony, 
First National Bank Building, (Rooms 73 to 7.) 
Generel in — ont Federal Samat. oa 
ection Department giv 10M careful at 
Depgemsene taken before Pabaneea W. Fuuier, : Noun 
Public, (Room 11). 756 Main Street. 


References :—Hartford National Bank; John M. Taylor, 
Vice-President Connecticut Mutual ee. e Insurance 
Connecticut Trust Deposs First National Bank, 

all of Bartford, and Baird & Warner, Real Estate, Chicago” 


FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(Formerly Prosecuting Attorney.) 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS, 


813 Main Mt. (Op.City Hall) HARTFORD, CONK, 


Mi rwin ¢ 











REFERENCES BY REQUEST. 


E. A. MERRIMAN, 


Attorney at Law, 


General Law Practicc. MERIDEN, CONN, 





Home National Bank, Meriden. 
References :— { Meriden Savings Bank, Meriden. 


Wa. J. COUGHLIN, Jr, 


Attorney at Law, 





MIDDLETOWN, - CONNECTICUT. 


Collections and Commercial Law a Specialty. 


B. F. GAFFuvEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
Ne. 338 Main St,, NEW BRITAIN, CONN. 
Rooms 2 and 4 4 Stanley Building. 


echanice’ National Bank. 
References : {Nec New Britain National Bank. 


SAMUEL £E. HOYT, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY MADE. 
42 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 











References : — First National Bank, New Haven; New 


Haven County Nat. Bank, New Haven. 


Send New Haven Collections 
to 
WALTER POND, 
Lanyer, 





69 ( hurch Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


H{OMER H. SHEPARD, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Glebe Building, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


Commercial Law and Collections a Specialty. 
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CONNECTICUT, conrinugo. 
ICHAEL T. DOWNES, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


WALLINGFORD. CONN. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FOR C11 ¥.... 
pest of facilities for prosecuting claims in all sections of 


County. 
—First National Beak Dime Savings Bank ; 
soaretiubbard, Ex-Secretary of State. 


FREDEKIC ‘*K PEASLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 


31 and 32 Post Office Building, 
WATERBURY, CONN. 











General Law Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
Commercial Law and Bankruptcy Practice a Specialty. 








DELA WARE. 


ILLIAM S. PRICKE TT, 


Attorney at Law, 


18 EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Market Street, WILMINGTON, DEL. 





References :—Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co.; Union 
National Bank; Wm. B. Sharp &Co.; Chas. Warner Co 


VILLIAM F. SMALLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 


EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Oth and Market Sts., WILMIAGTON, DEL. 


Delaware Charters Secured. 
Agent for Non-Residents and Corporations. 
Reference :—Nationa!l Bank of Delaware. 














ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 
Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerperation and Commercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Specialty. 
Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bidg, 188 Madison st. 








MARYLAND. 


FRANCE & BARTLETT, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
21te24 Bank of Baltimore Building. 





Josepa C. France. J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr. 
Refere: —U.8. Fideltt ” Guaranty Co.; National 
Bank of Baltimore ; N jational Exchenge nk; First Na- 


tional Bank ; Smith, Dixon & Co., Baltimore and American 
Tobacco Co. Cont mental Wall Paper Co.; Mutual Mem 
cantile Agency, New York 


Attorneys for 8 Strive Tr, Bartlett & Co., Collections. 








‘MASSACHUSETTS. 


M. J. O CONNOR, 





Counselor at Law, 


MARBLE BLOCK, HOLYOKE, MASS. 


Reference :—Any National Bank in City. 


CHAS. E. HOAG, 





NOTARY 
PUBLIC. 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
Long Distance Telephone, Spr ees 845-3. 
Refer to Springfield Saf ¢ Deposit & Trust Second 
National Bank ; ‘Chicopee Nat ‘onal Bank Shey? National 
= tor the Title, Research & 





Co. ; Notary in the 


JOHN McKEAN, 


Counselor ai Law 


5 ELM STREET, SPRINGFIELD, MASS, 


Lone Distanog TELEPAON®, 291-14. 





LENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Montgomery Street, JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
Commissioner for State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 
Collections made in all parts rts of ft New Jersey. 
Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City, 





[Lous FREDERICK WHITMAN 


Counselor at Law, 
Court Square Theatre Building. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


EDWARD J. TIERNE Y, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 





Room 1, Gowdy Block, WESTFIELD, MASS. 





References :—First 5 Bank, Westfield, Mass. ; 


RICE, KING & RICE, 


Counselors at Law, 
18 Pearl Street, WORCESTER, MASS. 


Practice in Stat and United ed States Courts 
No aries ; Type-Write s in Oftice; Depositions Take . 
a Litigation: Insurance, Corporation aod Rail- 
road w. 


Probat* and Insolvency Cases. Trusts and Titles. 
Collection Department Thoroughly Equipped for Prompt 
Refer to any Baak or Business House in Worcester. 











MISSISSIPP!. 
SCOTT & E. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Ce. MISSISSIPPI. 





C44 S. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Ganover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Sourt Judges of Mississippi 





N Ew JE RSEY EY. 
JOHN G. HORNER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
111 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 
Telephone, 274. 


Practices in all Courts of New Jers y: Acts as resi-« 
dent agent fer New Jersey Corporations; 
General Corperation Work ; Notary Public. 

Reference :—Security Trust Co., Camden N... 


JOHN O. WILSON, 


Counselor at Law, 
Long Distance Telephone, “* No. 384 A.” 
211 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 
Collections, Corporation and Commercia! Law. 
Acts as Segueeenaanivs of Non-Resident New Jersey Cor- 


porations. 
References Security Trust Co,; West Jersey Title & 


Guarantee Co. ; New Jersey Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 


Rooms 56 and 57 Dix Bullding. 
208 and 210 Broad * treet, 
ELIZABETH, WN. J. 














Collections : at we fF ee 
DOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 
Attorney at Law, 


SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
66 to GS Montgomery St., JERSEY CITY, N.J 





Hudson County National Bank, J 
References : { Gfiton Gollins & Co. Lumber, Jersey a A 








JOHN J. HOPPIN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


160 Market Street, NEWARK, *. J. 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 
Ame en Oe Co., Newark. 


References | eanex County ‘ational Bank, Newark. 
Skipper & Ten Eyck, Attorneys, Newark. 


WALTER P. LINDSLE Y, 


Attorney at Law, 
Lawyers’ Building, 164 Market Street. 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Collections. 





NOTAR 
Merchants’ National Bank, Ni 

Refere D.H. Firemen'sina. m New’k 
Judge Frederic Adams, Newar 





WARREN DIXON, 


Counselor at Law. 
Davidson Building, 259 Washington Street. 
TELEPHONE: 1% JERsEY. JERSEY CITY; N. J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS. 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE MY [¥ PERSONAL ATTENTION 


References :—Hudson County } National Bank ; Commer. 
cial Trust Co. of New Jersey. ” 





WTZLlAM ADGATE LORD, 
Attorney at Law, 


National Bank Building, ORANGE, N. J. 


Reference :—Orange National Bank. 


E:RWIN £. MARSHALL, 


Counselor at Law, 
TRENTOS, N. J. 





137 East State fF treet, 


References :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. ; 
ton Gas & Electric Co. 


SAMUEL C. KULP, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR iN CHANCERY. 
REAL ESTATE LAW. COLLECTIONS. 
111 E. State Street, TRENTON, N. J. 


Tren 





Act as Agent for Non-Resident Corporations. 
Reference :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 








NEW YORK. 
Telephone 3079 Cortland. 


ABRAHAM GOLDFARB, 
Atiorney and Counselor at Law, 


87 Nassau Street 
Manhattan Berough. 





NEW YORK. 


so gterences :—Ortental Bank; M. Dowty, Pu 
M. Phill & Son, Shirt Manufact ' 

J. Co., by RA 
‘All of New York City 





GANT, NEIER & M¢tKENNELL, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


53 BROADWAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: Lucas Building. 


Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co. ; Eaton & Mains, N.¥ 
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NOW READY! 


ZANE ON BANKS AND BANKING~< 


By JOHN M. ZANE of the Chicago Bur. 


A new work upon the subject of Banking Law is greatly needed by the profession. 








The decisions upon various phases of the lay iy 


regard to National Banks as well as State Banks, have been greatly multiplied in the last ten years. This book shows the results of jy 
adjudications in all the decisions up to the present time. 

The Right of Private Banking, now assuming a position of interest owing to constitutional restriction, the section 
upon Unauthorized Banking and Unlawful Banking Acts, Notice to a Bank through its officers, and especially where the offcg 
has an interest antagon'stic to the bank, Liability of Stockholders, especially of National Banks, to creditors, Prosecution 
Bank Officers for Crimes, especially officers of National Banks, such as receiving deposits or making false returns, Liability of Bayt 
upon Trust Funds, and Liability of Third Parties to the Bank for moneys taken by officers, are of special interest. 

It will be found that no space has been wasted by quoting from opinions or by uselessly verbose discussions, but that no question 
has been om tted by reason of the fact that the book has been put into one volume. 
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